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2.1. <P5?n ^ * folfo 07 2009 * 953 ^ 

(g>) cm 

gfa? M ft* qforen, 

^ wri I stt: ^cn -qi€ ^ ^ *rai^ ftffa ^Rt ^ 

(^) ystfl-f ^ 

^ m ^ PiH<jc\ £ > 



/fora 

ftftell 

35,000 

*>t^T iTTc-T 

35,000 

*W 

35,000 

eft? 3RT*37 

40.00C 

H. 

15.000 


(7i) arUranm stot 

3jftcRT»T 6TOI 8.3 ftfcPH *tfos t3 [W €1) 3fonS 


(Tf) H>fl T ld eTTO 

fcf f3fpl?l cTTO *>.88223 cTO forffcl i>\ ^ ftF?ft> ^TR ye^ff 
fsfiWefTC % *£ *> .67993 cTR3 {3*2jfa Rlftof *hK*cHI $>. 7ft 
*>.34112 eTM + *>.33881 *rT3^TW**fm ) WIT 600 7?fe7 eT^^ie^ 
Rrcfal ^ *\20230 cfR3 f | 


(^5) yRgioH ofiW 

9F?cH OMicM I M % feTT MRdioH cFFRf *>.13383 cTO ^R^fcRT ^ ^ 
I I ^ft> *fcRH Vm>l<b^’ii | m: ^ % 

IcF? ft* 7^ *TFT<tf ^ **TF? ^RTcTT d^facf % ftf* ft* ^T* mR^IcH 
dMld 'MSft HR4>1 ** ft^R ft^l TRTT I 


(^) ^dlftd £R*? 3jTcRg 

*>. 242.62 cjRte *?[ yic^fiHd *M*<T 3T^aTT^lt ftt cfR^ ft fol* 

ywlftcl 3ROT £ft*> Sflwn : 


m 

toi 

forai 

J^L •&. 

lift'd 3TCRFT CR*> ajTW 

(*>**fl3) 

(i). 

fttercyS'Wd jm 

263.07 3ft 33 

(ii). 

*UN U I 5PTR 

14.62 3ft ^3 


»'»*IIPI 





[Wl III— 4 ] 


: zmm v i 


y 


(Si). 

te^SPTR 

14.62 

(iv). 



TO. tftfttft vfcPiH 

0.32 5lft?3ft3rR^5^nTO 





2.2. ft>SoIT ftk pe ft fcrk? 10 2009 ft? \3dft> ^ 5RT ffttRfkfa 

wrra *r *Rmsf vfliftqrft ^ ^ic?t cpcM eft 

3.1. 9Rftcf> ft? cfteff jr^tc 4 p? vri zi fftRrftrfftgw fttft tjt7 | 

(i) effidd 3ft artonm «TO1 3?J 3Rft ww id IRT fftfftsj ftfaR 

ft? 1eP? ^rc3t ^ ft foftftd % 

3T3^^# I ftt£ ft 3R3 ftfaR qftf ft? 3TCRST ^ 4 3RR ft? cJTRur 

^fftpjt I 

(ii) ftfrR ^W^ff cfft m*k(3l<bl ft PltlfR'd vW3Rt ft? *TH3fa 

^37ft I fWm \*id*IH *TR3? ft?, TTHcfS ft 3RtR % <f>m 
3lft 3dR TO t I 

(iif) flHcil ^RcpeH ft zi wft ft Tl<ft£fcl 9FRR TO A 3T?R % 

mw (40,000 tot / fftro?), ftf (15.000 /ten) 3 fR totoh (35,000 
<RT I fft<Rl}. fft)^ ftvsdl ftfcf pt: ft fftfW BdTOTOTT ^cR TO sn^nRcf 
Rf+IH ftfalR TOt ft? fcR fftfftTO 3$ Jd'ttufafl 3ft ^ I 

(iv) TOTO 3RRH ftfft?? ft? m T 5^ TOF3 3#f 9ft | 

(v) T Jpft 7 Td ell j lcl yi<wf<?Kl a?<ft 1TTOT ftk ft dl # ld TO RRRT <|f^ 

5%,TO ^ ^RdleH cZRT 2% TO , ffefol PTR 1% TO afR RmW % ^RPT 

^ ^icft, fmA fftfftd d^n ?3TO3R rtto 3ft fftffe rto 5% 3ft to to 

5T^f)f^«d 3?TOf TOT3? 3T5^ cfRcTT t I 

3.2. id ^ri wr citM afR ^I’-iq^cpiafr A Rraffer ft strr ft> ir ^ft 

^ifrj Rift % dvR *T? W^TT Wl fcp cRScfT fttcf ft? fft^TTcP 7 3JcR^R, 2009 ft? SRxTf^ 
^R V\h\£ cfrRfT TPT^ ^ I 3TcT: fci’lit^ 11 2009 ft? ^ £RT tb^cli ftt€ 

cfft g §m fft^n w ift? ft cf#pft zi ffttod; HPkftl^iaft A 

3t?R Flft ftj cm^T we ^ p Ift^r 5Rdm ^ ^ i ftrscn ftk pe ft fftdk? 7 
2010 ft? ^ IR1 F*Tlft IRI p pftl ^R dHcM'ft /W^?W fft^T I R3R 
^ #? ft? ftt ^ri wzz w^rri fttft fft^j nv t ; 


^JT 

WTf 

$R ffRf v33|^ J !\J 

cp'&dl ^Tc SRT ml W BfR 

1 

i 

i 

u n »- 

B1I=r f mR^gg^E^jw^nkwiycKi 

B?^5^RgaEtMEEBmi5B^5iEi^ 
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W Rcflcl ifafT t I ^TT 

Tjfceff 

% RFTc^ 3 4>'Sdl KJFT 

3 TFct # cTPH ^TT I fai'fTT 
yifacbKui £RT /pT^rff^cT 
vil^lc^ 3TTCT^ 

ywifira m(WIv>hi it & oiFj^ 
^Nt 3fc3> 3FT^ Tfa <f> ^TH 
4)^dl *fl€ TT 5?T?PI tjteT 

HR4Whl3ft TT cIF^ l 
<F5dT Tt€ ^ ^TTI ^ ^ ^ 
vidlVJ TT 3Tgfpf>zn SITgcf 

TPR ?Tf f^jfcl cf>( JZfH T*t 


3RTftWT .1 Tt 12 ^Ef> #ET 

Tiro 3 Tente vtt^ t i ttto ^ 

cF^dT A ?TJ. Tpr ^THR ^ cpt 
^ ft TPft TTTxPTTSf! TjfolT3fi ^ 
TT^-^cI TPft^Pf, uMPjj^ 3nft 

vJTOT ^ I I ’cjyiT cf> 

£^R1 cfr W Jl'Wlft'ri ^ 2^ cRid" 

\J £cim cfr ^TPfi <T)‘Sdl Wi\ <& nft^4) ^61^ 
TR c^^cHI T21# ^ cTTWI 17 fcp WI?T 
Tenflm ft*n vjftt t i 3P^i ylift'd 

cftdd 3 ^JcRJcf d^xpn vdMcHT^I 
^ t ^ ^TFcfi «nr 

cpgcH % eOTT ^fcmr ft^RlCl wti vjTI 
TFT ^ 1 ^tR TR^i ^ JKTilfta cRtad FfteT 
mR4I'm|^ t l 


TRJT | ywiftd dPETd TTHI W V T{^ «Ted> 
%HTT TRTFc^TT 3ET: 4^HH ^ tfaf 
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lEEEiBESiEE^i 


f tofilcf F fe cftfdcl ’ to 3TTEITRa f JJF'W'1 \3 M*c|r1 ^ 3RR 
tolTOT 5TOT to to ?RcTT3tf Ftf % mNR toqd ) % to? ^RTOt 
WfcT 3?firaHR ftfo me amm f tom^ to toto to ftoiR 
toiF^toil ftwn 11 

f to <^Hd^ % 3TJSR TR PitoRd 
ton ^H? I fm*rj ^)<i to cf^'id 


to to ^fr amRm ftoto t i 

^tito fJcHI 4 S^^-VI to JJ'ftjd 
tot ni cITO to toft uT^M 
SmRcf? to x^f) ^FM ‘HR^T S'SlRlI 

I Srajfa tofto mmto eft 2 
to^ntotcJTOto 4toTOtolRto 
^tot t i mtotofeT to toffot 

TOtof to 3RR Ftto % c^kuj 

to?mn? I 

toto torfto vjfocl cPRujt 
% fcTty oFTF? 'm|'i^ ytaifcid f to 

mtotoSfarefr to mr?t sfrh 

Hldtof to ft SflciRcra vflgiu] ‘Hiycft 
/3mR^t to fW^T cfTt RTH to 
^ OTto 3T^q wtofcra 
ftom mn? i 


fW XJcfrf ^ 2 TO 3 m 3l^ieH ^T 


lEEinEj^tEfcrASiEilaiP^yKBl 


vjhw* mtototomito to froftor ^rmito t TOfto tonfto to 2 to 

torw ^<W tot ^ to Wf 3T^TeFT to ^MT RFRti'i OTtot 

toci Mto ^ to to 1 ^ storc to % mrm todi eftoid % 
mtoto^mto to sirr to to TOtof to toTO tomato ^FRmmto tot ft 
tofto 3fR to totto Hiito ftom^ to ^ 13?e: mfro to ^tfr 
% tot to nro? to 1 mto to ftora arm torWI *r 

toR ton siffT toto to t 1 TOfto, 
Rifti to toR Fmto % to? ftotfto 


ma mi fto mi wen to 
•sifen ton didi TOTftor f 3fR 
i to 3ncrwncn % toto % TTTsi 
toRq to to fachfad tot to 
frrto eTPTcr. cm 
to ton 1 ^tf ft ^gPrfto 
nr ^ v5pto f snfto to 
fid to fiTHcn % ^1^4 f I 


to? ^to fg 3toto f^to v?wto ^ to 
Wei 3i<W>eH f 83 to^ to toP TO 


F^r toTR to % ftoRi cTFRT f to 
toto tof cfjj wrto t, ^ ^ I' : (j) tom 
to ^ran to toanto to ^ to! & 
to? mreto c^ jfwto totor tom^em ^tr 
toto (ii) tor mf ^ /to to? toto to 
^ toR Fmf % to? toto wsj- 
■ms? tofto ^tf^ 7 RTcf (iii) ftrto \3to 
^mtor ^ ^eir wf f ento to mi 

to^Md totoT TORR vjt^ldd RR ^ 
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• 


cPF^| ^R $ cWT ( iv) MlR W\ m Wl 
cR M *1271 MlR ^Teft Ml %3 t^drT 
^ ff wmt qr^neft % feoj 

^sjlfxra 'jti=ci'j)ol cWT 

1 ^eTTB^N 

W Mr M Ml artfeci ^cf 
airerfM M^nafi ^ Mfira ^teTsrt bIM 
80 MMr fof?m ^ eTTO 

wra t i fefe M $ Mir % Ms 
Mfe Mi <m ffrm rM £3 ^ ftftre 
Ml 1 14 ftfcm Mir Ms 
HR= t #5 8 , 00,000 <pf fee? era g>l i)R+HH 
■pra^ 3i5>ra 3 tor 'R ferai ^rai 1 i 

iMfr sjRiRw ^pf> ^ sfer tM 

MMsfti %,3Rt: M Mt^h 

3Prafel tiullcl $> tpK“l Sjff talcfl 3R^ eft 

sferanMt^rfe l 

7 

3FJTO -lit Tp fifo 32TT 

^3 W 

JlWdl t vft >KdTq 4 

vlfejffecl ^ t 1 i 

cTMTcI <f> TfejTcPI %3 3(151 lea 
ferj vjti^qicl 3RJ 

, «FT w£f4R0| fMl ^TR 1 

yrm fenMt mn % M i>\ 

pj^fcfRsici MMfMfl % fell ■gfMnJift^ 
arafe % ^Rh "«rtt 1, «rai ?" 
3TOH 'R 31^slki feral 'iiiTf 7 !! 1 

IJpf 3 ferafeifect 'rafec? t :• 

(i) ifaR (800000 iff ) tfn? to era 

[Wftici 5? feiV> 8u 1 

(ii) 3r£t ?faf <raj irp^ £§ 18 iff. ^cisji 
3700 M M we ^ fMfa M 3Rifa 
MM iipz ^ Mt OT (66600 M) 

(iii) Mt MJ (36000 M) % feMl #3 600 
itxeoit^lMfcI = 9,02,600 M 

M ^ fcEj jfe'M Mr ^ 10.50 
5ffcF?T? 31351 Pa SJc^ H Refold fMl 3lTcfI t 

dsnft, 

?rfe> 3i(cift=w fenfetfera -!jftwiiiifl<il 
M 3T3s!RT IMt Affirm ft>3 M ^RI ^M> 
fM ^ 3T3^rf^ pilfer fMr 

^npn TfWM #kn M^t 

^felR fedcPT vJPTPT ^felT^TrH 

SifirajfffmTDI 3KR1 ^fe5 3HI cRt^ 3rft^>cl 






[’TIT III—'SF? 4] 
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SIH HI J kfel1*3Tf $ 

cKjtfcfr dl J ld % SfN^dd 
Iftftc I d?JT eTPm 5 

yRwci cfn TfpT^s ftdffe t fftnft 
PlMt 0 l -3jqRl cf^TI 3Rd fttei dd ft 
•graft dfarfoa % i 
dlddftt ft 3tcR, dfe dft? *^t eft cjf> 
foR dftj? 3?lfx40M dTgd dft fodT 
ddT t 1 ^Jpftdd cfFTcT ftg 

yi44>cH ft HHkfricbisfi ft toffta 

Hide's) % (cp^i 

vjtik; 1 


10 

ciRd ft> yi<wcH dY 

^jftdd eRdlftafi £RI y*#ld aft 
fed! ddl i ^dd eddd ft> 
yicwd'l URT 3TIdR -WT 

dft d^ cf>t 9TtJcT 

fanner i wi ft ifuijfte 
aft ^ ft> <£ftaa arm <m 

yicmcid «iMR % 3fitJR 

d?fodT ddT t 1 

^ftdd ciMld dd yic^cH qddR «IMH -^T 
3SJI *5cT ift zR ^ ^ zfifaR 

ZR3TOTfol£ 1 ffl SWTfop 

Mr zr ^aN 3 zjzrzi 

a^rrftft ftaft ftg ftcra t i ^raft 

ftrn aaRn rraj t ftffta £g ft ^aa ardsfo 
aadlfttf Yfldl aft t ! * 

« 

* * » 

11 

I 

i 

j 

i 

1 

i 

1 

i 

1 

j 

i 

i 

i 

y$*dd 'iftffqM ft fan side* 
did ft dd> fftjft yftd arf aY 

Rifi d eddd ft 3T£?PT OTTrY dd : 
3TT5TT? ^cTHT 1 

. . ... ■ ■ •-. 

3?lt ZR 4651 <»TFT V) (Z^5 U. 6.3.5 !^i 
(ft€ d2d ftrftddT 3ft? feVTTFd 

dfts ysn) ftd> ftFTdd Tdd ft} dgd RTft cj§t 
aa ^#r°i ^FTrft dWrc , sterol - 

^Mq^^VI,. .^TH ycl?l d'S<T> d2TT 

atTfe.gro fttrtfei f?Rn ytRi rnf^; i 
5Tt ’fcfPFra J) 600^. X 60 & sf€) 

^ sift ^ tiR ftm •mmiwwm 

cfSJ] q3*d<tR HCcl i\ ^<lRjvld RrRI vjIIVJ^II 

dTfe ylcf eft 14 ftfciqH dd eft Tfftl dd> 
ftdR y^Tdd ^ TO ft 4 uTcTdPTt dd 
y^dd tor dn l Fd dw^ft % 

yfeOTTdd aftfed dsn XTcfj ft TRd Yf 
dR dfcTdldl ft /dd> ftdR dd Tjft^Td rdfYd' 
d2TT 5FTdd dY tdR ft ^d 

'(iH'id ftft $tft cJTf 3TdeT ft> ft did! 

ddlt 1 

12 

j ^ d*d ft[ tf>ft fft Mftni<dd5 

aY ana^a ffta wa aift y Offerer 

i---- 

dddR ■yTdR ft (d>) ^5. 10.50 / dTF /dd 
ftfdd 51^51^ ^ed) T7 fftdR fftdl ddl | 1 


i) 1 1 W 
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9 




# ft *i«fed yeei-todl ddl 
W 3> 5TWcR tg cdlldl ^ 

gfe tocfRR £RT ^jftfcd 

to4ft ^ *R 3TTOTftt? t 1 ton 
cR-*TH ft ^cTT ftft g^5RT?ft 
^ T 7^T ftoft ft TRfftd TPjto 
'(Id 4 *Rgd fcpdl vJtR 1 

13 ft ft 16 ft 4 g^jftd Jrm to ft f^e^i^ 
cmd ftg tto 37733 ft ft ttch 37 cm 

fft^T J id! $ fftft 12.11.08 eft 3333^ 

tm 192 5NT d? ft 3TgftftcT cfSTT 
srfftgto to t i tom sierra 4 
w rI 3p 3rgto ^> ftt 37 dr £Ri 
(q&q^ 3i^*ilR;fl i-scil ^ 

2.5 \W) in 3^77 f 1 

13 

Mtd'lfcKI ^-*TR A WZ toRT cT^TT 

toR 

3ft eR ft 60% cT^ 3 T%kT tol 
ftw^ftoft <R Mfart 1 

cT^TrPt 3T^TcR 9FRR <R 33 to 
ftRar <wA ftg (clefts ylcid^l , 
a?i7ra g>i trmftct ^ gr^tft 

11 

fa<^i j iift ‘oicPnft ‘^g cl-M r cm4 

fcR die fcfRFTT THR ’(14ft (M« 3ftenft 
cf>I wRcrid’d 7RRT a<£ld ulcldlft eft 

tg 90% cm mm to i tos eft 

TTto ^ ft.ft.ft. % 3TRTR 'R 13 cT 

ft 163 «igg3ft^ ft^R to 3> tora to 
^g 7RTR tto Tftft ^TR ^R ^to 
antot t ftt d? ^rt sigftto t i ito 
3Tftto Pwcf 3TgHc[ % 3TRR *R 
'did Phyidl y^TR ^Iddlil % fcRJ ftftPd 
‘P’J'l <P IciV <1^1cf) cTTH M H «fcid qvi^l 
WI t 1 ftv? cJSJI <1^1 

3T?RHt % 31#T 

to3 3> to 90:10 cm argro 
3PPTO TO $ l 

14 

Mra y*WH <■( & 5% & 

y>wifad to?R jm ftt 

<16l 31ft Hid! ‘TO 1 <Hd4di 

ft«ift *n4dRlcni3ft ft g>R 
yi44>fcHd <nto 

3ff3YWdl3ff ft 5% 33 Rto 
PlftftcT to "W $ fftft ft5RR 
9 *tr ft ^jej to wm 1? I 
^'Sk u i ^g 3rg^H dftfr 33 

Pldk u l 3Rft ft foR ft 

^gxiK dft'HlRjia WW ftl qgcft 
PtH ?Rft ftt ft , «a<r»( ftl 

to t (3>) ywiftd ft^T 3Tcjfa 
ft 3Tte> TFPI 7T3> cPPicl 37 Toft 
7t?ft eft ft3T33T 3Tft ftfaR eft 
SRI^T eRJT (73) ^33 tof eft TRFJI 
, 3R cf^> ftl3R Pi 44 c} 3 wA eft 
toft A w to ?R3 ^H-SR 0 ! 
ftt 33^ tolT 1 ton 

vf'H! Rn gsiiq (ddi *idi J, 4 'SK u i W 
ft^TR c?R 3Rgg to T RTI f i 


4273 GI/10—2 
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nsw^r-ii % ttorto 
tte Tfradt awat 3 

n^RRcnte ^i'SK u l 3RTR 4 % 

3EjnR <ffe cR 3RRTO ftMl RB 1 
TO #SRfi cPl SUB 4 
^rerteRfiroRB I 


15 

TO - ^Icft Rte LHttlte 
$faf> % TTTSJ *!? TOB TeS 4^1 
TfTff t te4 ST^ltefiTORB 1 

tfcp RRira 4 UHPdl&tf Sicfl te 

TWlfir^ tell RB : 

fcm 1 RTO$1, 2010 TO TO <rf tefB> 1 
TjRirft, 2010 % a«f airturtfl *te ^ 
^ >ft anf ) ^ I 1 ? 3RR «P 

60% ^1 ten TO tfH ^ITcRR 
ymteft 4 ten RBm tfte % 

*re wn: ^pnteR srfcf te ten ^wb to 
TFRR ttel £te> 3W! Tte^4 % 1 3$R 
^srrntete^ 31 te erm^TrSt^n i 

16 

t fiTO ten #TR ^ 41te> 

ftftFTO RR te eRT^, 

*N U I$IT5 te -&4\£ 

Picket RR te RR 1 

sprarfira :€t'3iR>Rgii\’*»iw 

w-msFii <«ite t 19.4 atear A 

gratocT ^nTef 600 m x 60 Am v\€\ 
TO TTRn 4> RR Reftet 3lte! x ^€\ 

te5 «n 3RWH 4 1,00,000 A ^ €1 % 

4t RcRFTl TO ^ HPT ^ 4 75,000 
A ^1 % nten 4t Rdnte n4 

STmTOTOl # 3R4 4 WT tel 1 
ara 3*n ars am & tert - Pw>W<i a?^ 

xn^^il (-)16.2 ’ftcWK-) 15.1 4l 

#ft 1 dfft tftf 3.70 ftj.ift. crtl.’ip Hrf 
3T2ifcT 2 fin. 41. &?tot ngn te (Pipe 
approach) cfSTT 1.7 fib.41. P»<f| ^ii4 5^ 
nfn te (rubble mould approach ) 4 W 
4 TOn-1^ (Land Fall Point) 4 

-gzu ter 1 fTTcF 3Tfcrfte 3TB 3|^qiP|ct> 
STTTTteT 3Bfi\ 5TTO 5 ! RWBfi , *cf - 
?P5cp Titen , rr 3rjJ 3 cfsrr 3#RnB 
cTTTRTT, R?RB TOR 17 !, TO 

cflMTHwl! Rte fiffin m^t^SOt^R ^ 
1^3 3vJT^ 3n ^ 5R3T3 ft>3t tel 

3311 

17 

4 TO TO Rl^f 

% toRT TR te?T WFf ^3T 

tRtnfiRT cb'Scfl 

^ri ^ 3mten ten rbi t i cW^d 


if. i ' m 


*-** ; llW 






I'm m—Twz 4] 




II 


nw t i cTsnft , ywr f \ w swift'd ^h..c^ti 

rfrra ft %tr ^ ^ 5 ft>.4 ^tt utft 3m m 

"4 ^ «TdPIT ^ t I f^f^Tfc]’cFt I 

ItRrrrc^i ^^*M2#T^t#f3jrt i 

^ fefq cfT^oH ^F?T ^T 

^<f) % xHdldicR TJcP^t^ft cn^TPvSeiT 
j ^ReT £RT f«ra^ uTR’ft I cRTtfr, cjyTT"ft€ 
^ SWlftd TO-#5f cPP 
^ftdHJlfiN £RT ^Tcfvf RFTd ^R ^TcTO 
dRr| vjlli’jfr I ^fcRTR! ^ %TR c^Tt ftro 
3Rfcfe £RI Pidddl ^mpn cTSTT 
% MIW i$ ^fcPI cPP cMT <5inpn 


4. ^?d Tq^ftRR ^ TO Mt^r ^ 

ITR1 TRTtfad STrJd fcpjZTT I, Tftftfad SWR % g*£J 5 


7'^5prertt 2010 


; ^>1 ycnn :- 


Swift'd TjftsJT *TC TP?! 7d>R % 3c3> it’TR 3T2jf^ cpRTefl, vrf^cp, 

vjtfocf? cfT^T ^TTcT, dH<?>, ^PTTcl 3RTRP 3fR 7 t^<i'*n'cil W^TT I 

ft^Wd mfa % cfrtTd v5fT% PTct RPTM ^TRt ^PT ^R Tft 

■ffanrcf % cf> fcrq ft 1 


cRi-ld fq^qctl*? ftwdd t :• 

gift'd dPfrd w 2t" % 3TTd?R k W 3Rd^ ^ ^R PFTFf ^NRWfc' I 

^ #f eM *600 4fe*X #60 ^^Tf tfl* W #TO^ * 

ROTR # SMI R3dT dW 1,00,000 ^ 

€t dd 3JdteP "^j eft vfPPTH 3tR ??i4 % 4]^ cR^P 75,000 l£t >sec^ 

vRTOH I 


(iii) % 3?rt sfft <m Picpftd i \^\i 

)15% I 


(-) 16.2 stR (- 


ftrfcd ^ cfo 80 d?t ^ W] to, SFRPf 

OTRH, cm 3lf^TWT o?TTOT[, y^Wd V 

S^ldd vidd^l cpXQi’ii yWiftd ^ I 
il£ URT efrt Mtl^n# cm ^ % STcF 

t rti <j?ot ^ PiHd^^: 


ft, ^ct >H^cp 


%gft^R ftCT 





12 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 
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(i). 

^fPiR%<^ ifI 
ft #'R1 %g 80 ^ 1 

8,00,000 

(8). 

v*£l g>t <R*P 3700 *5te? ciRlt x 18 
ifte^ 4M4 % w Pihi°S ^5 i 

66,600 

(iii). 


36,000 


3^ 

9,02,600 


(*t) aiftsvtiq eroi 

(i) cpkcii % fcFJ Pi4fcl. 3)^x u i cp^ci 

3T&3 kR STO 1 nRcf>fcia ^ $ I 


(ii) ^fa<r>g*i ftft wz gTRcfT: 


RFfe fe fo rati 3 Mftcr tforite* <tstt ^nf^rr smfi fy 

3Tftcpc1H fSffcT WZ SRcfl 21.46 ftcFH 9fcf Sft ~*li 

t I 

(cp) M4<r<i 'jfcFIHt S>T 60% 3?R %*^t^cRT 3>f 

^PR 40-40%. 1? I cPtad TR vjii^qjcl ft^ft y<T>K 

^c*J> cf>l jjextw ^ XRH Ft^T I 


m 



ft*JK fcjrqr W t I 


RR^T/OTFRT HNcpl TR 


SR 

VJ16M StI 


KSI 

]<RT ^FTT 


5RjR 

*TR3? 

3RRS> 



(i). 

<HlAcW 
3TTS>R % 
dc-UM 



37500 

18750 * 

(ii). 

ys 

3PS5R 

% dd<4M 


15,000 

/fore 

17500 

8750* 


^ ^ ssnsi fc ft>'^ sioth wp!/3m^ 

3TW^TtfvJRT. SR^ % ^ ^Pkf^FT3f! 3 ftsrfftcl 

^ W^y t I * *jft>, cTcfcpT RFR^ 3 
trre/v^em $> ftp? vTctsft rtrf /3ptrcf r 

ftw ft^T w wfef^raft *i 


If 













[to in—7^4] 


TOT U>T AMM 4 . : dTUITOn 13 

tout! 50% ^ ^ ^ srofcT tout/ sroro ^ uft afr^TcT <r 
^7 ^TOft fi'cfR f^RT 7 FTT t I 
(iii). arfeuro ui^eron: 

3tRj<*>ciHRT^ STOTT 14 ftfeTOT^r 3fiu?l i?, Pi*'^ 

t: 

(U>) 80 &ER & JeT &U 3 ^ U^T % ProRT ^ fcR 24 

^5U>, ^eft, ^K4Vm$, ^Icfl ^Tef 

faurpft 56 ^rm 

totur^% fauRfcrroTOt i 

{^) cftun effing % foP? rofcf$Tcm3Tf 3 ftsrfftcr roro! % 

3ppTK frfa 1 ETCeF #cT^ ^ ^ ^3 ^T/*R Tfe? 3?R 12 
UR ^R firjiy fcfRT ^ t I 

(*T) 3RTOT tftu> % l^mktJT 3) fatr efj?*id eft 3 T$TUkR STOTT 
14 MTOT ^fcT^ tift ft) STOTT3Tt 3TTOT 3?K 
^61^1 TO5 ^ PlHcK t, *R PlUR Rh'MI t I. 

(*T) j\frE[ eTTOT 

^\m c#faeT U$t ^ftcT eTTOT ^..89997.26 eTR3 w 
yi<W>fact ^ft M t f^t ^T..71698.91 era #TR wfoeTFT 3?R 
^>..18298.35 TO W < HT# % fenj t | cftSeTT £RT f^RT *R 

ftUR fcfTO TRTT t OT 'jjJha ell<ld tR fi?elqw| ft41 ^ t :- 


UR 

■*R£JT 

ftU^T 

{Un. eu<sl *f) 

^jv^TOT eTOT 

(wrt eTR3t^f ) 

I. 

^TS U>f ?TF$ *R ^ 



10% srfer cpf eft cr ^ ^ eft 

^UR^^PnrW^fterror I 

17427.00 



5% «f?T ^ ^ 
ftfty crPTcT 

871.35 



f?i(i; 

18298.35 

II. 

Riftd *k*m 



(i). wz 

9409.09 



(ii). kmi 

12721.92 



(iii). ^TOT>, ftfUdft] 

4165.19 



(tv). WT, ddl^RI, TTeT vTd 

796.78 
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q? jjIcidW 

fcf^T TRTI ^ I 




sR-gidd omfl : 

(i) . wrei ft> #th TFn ^ fcP? 

3TWlRd % I 

(ii) . ^jjf ciFm 1.4 ?rai toft g>r ^ 7 % 

*iI*1 c{ ^Tg cfTT 3i4lci?^Jl cr^ft ^ y|cW>(clO M4l ^ I 

(iti). TKTTffi 3?R 3^pOT, Rn{c|d cfFTt! Tf 1% <J>to "ft cMT 4ifo«f> 3jfft 
fcJTJfl #fi?I dFT3 (Sffcfto ^1 TffeT) 7% to^fcwi 
Rt>41 *1411? I 

(iv). w mR^t Ixt ^ ^ #tt i% 4 ft ^ ft 3 t^ cfFm 5% 4ft 


Ml 


l<»»l|»«H 







[xffTUl—5TO4] 


*ira an wra : awiwJi 


(v). ^ «bftt sfaftm 1956 ^r 

^ 3fm ^ IJT^f^ fcR^T "TO I I 


m 


(vj). sn^fecfft^jtranter 5 jct^% 90.26 % forr* 

3l^5lfK1 ^i. 1 137.28 era Ul#frw cfrl TJ^ t I 

m$Tm: 


ft). en^l 4) 


w*- 

T 

*. 

hb 


aneaisr 


(i). 

p^jjypplyR^Mp 



89997.26 

(ii) 




14399.57 






(B) 


15416.17 

3095.91 

18512.08 

(iv). 

fer anm aMT 
’Jf’T {!)+«) 

Hi 

6023.65 

32911.65 


15 


ItoR W^\ q>l4<r>eiiH % feTTJ gictofefd <£cT WT cf)T 90% 5R^FT 
^ % fcKj ra 5 % T^q ^ w ^ ^ smT^m 

ftf^n ra t %*R W % fe^ ftqfftd 5WRH ^ 

3T5^fT^%)I^fmrR^rsrm^fera 
^ ra $ :- 


WL ^t^t) 


m 

u 

[ ftna^ 

jh«W)fe1d xwxq 
*fl*T 

(i). 

’JWTC 3FRR aim (msrt^ai.26888 ctra 
x 90%) 

24199.20 

(ii). 

5m (*>. .26888 era x 5%) 

1344.40 

(iii). 

fttet 5W? (a>.26888<arax5%) 

1344.40 



26888.00 


(*) STOcB frfofr 


5i^fcRT ^Fra ra ^r ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3mdFT 3nrar $4 ftracj t.-- 
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(i) w grei yrre 


m 

n. 

vddTO 

to vfflsnto totor 3itot nnftotTOnft 

(^H. ^) 

(’S. 3) 

(i) 

tot 

vrldTOI 

0.50 

0.30 


5PTTC - n>. .172.85 *R 

(iii) tom 5RR 

(cf>) 5^1 smfe: 

3TRTRf ^TR - 5 ton 
tofa toR - 15 ton 


(^) ' 5 ^ % to «rci to tore % to tom yro • 


m 

n. 

tom 

to^ntotonr 

31TOI totoTO^t 

(i). 

1 " Eh ^ 30“’ 
ft<rci 

9.75 

(ii). 

31“ ft 5 ! 3 60 
ft^rci 

10.23 

(iii). 

61” ft 5 ! ^1 90 

ft'l'H 

10.72 


(■jj) 

ift titcHT, tjc! ^cP 5 TI 31lft 9.60 5fe s^rftct t I 


5. ^sai ^ yrara (cwi3i 19 'Jintj-?!, 2 010 3*1 SRMi <<ih^ frwi ^ 

ij^Kifipn’rai l <frg?n qft gra ftft ^ forc ”fi 21 

sn=i $,2010 3>T3Errafn^rraw^l ^wfaaiw^prPra3 

qtorto ton w I 

6. ynrra cF ywfa<+> % 3 tt?jr ^r c b'Scii toJ ^ ^ 

stot 2010 sTRT tofato / ntoron tol tor "W 
1 cten *4 sRe * toto 25 2010 ^ ^ 3*to nron naR ton tor I to n 

4r^ 3fRyro nrR 3?to-nto to ^ t :- 


if 


. i^i 


*«P»IIW 




[HPT III —WJZ 4] 


tot to TRm : ararniro 


17 


to? 

tt 

£Ni \Jdie* 3x 

TOSoil 3t<i fcttgKi ft3i 3*?? SnR 

1 

TTT^kTl RhIc! cj>t 6 . 4.1 A 3 T^K 

<}fW,ji£) to 3tto ^F§3ff 3 wm 27 
Aro At ioo A arwicrrcff 331 tot 
?T^ 7 TOTeT^} TOTlf TO 3 TTlfA 

At 3?7cR 21331 A arte> A 
A3R4 ffe A A TtTOTT TO 7# 

iTOSeTT £7^ 3? TOTFt 3TO TO 
fA 3TTOTO3 3 TOT W& AfR TO 
3TTOT3 >(i*iifcft£ epeff 37 $ Art TO 1. 

TTTTOcTT fAftA ^7T 6.4.1. A 3Tg7TT7 yfAjliilA At 

Atot ^t| trto 3 fR ioo ‘A’arro cA ttr 
IT^ 7 fR #g TTpr w\ cA fevJTTf^ cfTO aA%cT t 

*T 1 T%#TO TO T^rrcf ^TTO cTOf 

TOTT 1 3TTt 3TT^ A , A'A ^ At TO%A TOTOR 
t, TO y^TrR TOJTOt cA 7RTO %jTI^ 

cf>I ^TWd Rfl t % fA7A 7jfttJliJlA ITRT 

^t A t A^r ^Wto At airo A A 3 rto Aro 

5F7cR tg 3TTO TOA/amRcA ^t7/3TTO 

cP%T7 TO^T ^ 3TOA f«rro vifrA A ^tth A 
aiAAAv>iq aA^RT t 1 gTWcH A ^ cA 

R^^T^TO^ cA cTOT^tAttA 

Mt 1 

2 

STOra ^ ftfol -^4 3# 
Pl^lRilel fcfjvj TO-lqic} ft[c|tj vJM^xll 

A 3^ 7s. 83 TO7% At 71% vlMd*? 

33Tf 3^ 1 ^ici<fcl cf>7T3 TO'talel 
TOTTOlt TO fcj?^qu| f TOIK ftroit 
Tlfer, eTPTcT % %3 TOTTlAA 

TOR % 733 377J3 %3 TO^I^I 
an^TTO 1 i 

TO^$m to^tA cA^ttA tafR Aty A 

A^vjtrA i 

3 

toscii Aci $r-c A At 1 ? % 

IjA’TtT cTFTcT TO 3!cw>ot1 y^fcTd 

tototto! a?R Atoti % tjtrfoRT tt 

71 3Tt 337 37 3TO%1 f | ^ 7 t fA 

'te ^ srarei t fo> ftfira JKt % SlM 

35? H A 7T3$RT 7RT3cT 
dTdA'd 7Jcl3 7l^'4 vJ*iq> fc;»iicf> 7 

Mdd'St 2010 , A 33 A TO TlcFT %3 

TO t 1. 37cJ ^t gf^TOT (RtlAul 

3TM At dl£i<si cfcf> yiKl TO?t ^ 1 

^ gf^e cA TOft t fcf> i ^A t tcf ctot ^yfem toi 
afR ^tot ^ % g^rfom to 3 ft 3 tr 
3imT%T | 1 wA 5TF5?T 57TO A 

mwdi tort A. 1 A 6{^i) cA % fcRj A 
gfero^r ^ $ j ^ 

TOT TITO 6(73) afR 8 RTOt%f<^^AA 
TOrt^m ^feronn toctAr arrofTror % 
ttrrI 1 

4 

Ascii 3^ 3 TOR t fA £RT 

ct5i At TO^TOcA ftq>tf u l cTFTeT 
^icrapff jPTRt % anSfatte ^r 

tg fA3T7 fcfRl vITTO I cj^cTT 
£7^ TO gffe cfA % TO ?7T TO At 

AA AA ci> ttApt ^vA J iei Pr<t»ifui to to^ AA 
AMTOTOct73^ TO? A TO^ TRTfA^TO^A 
?Rh fe^T TO 7TTOTT t 1 ^TlA arf^l'RcKI mRAitHI 
^ 3T^f^7T Rr% 3tA^T 24 AH cA t 1 3T7T: 
AHtott 37 1^3 toHA TjpfRm ftro% At 

3?33 3TRFT 7TT3TTO 37 7T7M3 
S3T3A773T33T t 1 

qKTtfqcp TOTO 37 3 tH TO5TO A^ AH ATO 
% 7TT3TTO TlArtH A AtH 3tH TOT 3 %3R 
Aro TO33T 1 


4273 GI/10-3 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Part III—Sec. 4] 


5 

^ ^TTRTT fa TRT^ 

Wm 

60% 3WKI*l <TOT 

40% 3RRH 3ft 1 <ft5olT fai 
<p$ f¥ 'Jid^wl <m 

^BcIT 3IW7 t fa^R ft^cIT fttf ftft '■'loci’ll* 
fa^st^raiftftterft l5ftkrl,fttTroiciftft 
fax? ftftftjpn Tjfairj ft<t>ftr?r <?r tbt t I 
afofaa, tfsrt igrft ^ spr ^iR^fen? 
faqUH ^falt<? 4 12 ftfcT ^IR 3lft vjici^iHI ftl 
^TPUcHWcnt 3T7I: ftfaR ft ft 

tjJ 3tj*r ft ft 14 ftter ft 15 ftte ^rra cnft 
v4^4h! ^1 aTCRH ^T SIRTcR ^ft fa*TT RT TfcR 

1 effind T7 an^Qicl ^ci^h! TR?n 

ftftq g>iw! T7 t Tm-TTO T7 

7#>t l sra: ePNei sifira^ siHtn 
% feR 5iRg5/3mrwi eRRTT ’R 

ffoR f'? ^lrt<RI afR £'4l*)<t'0 'Jlcl'qill tpl 

3tgqra60:40%^^ftPiT , rai t ias#M4^ 
^ ^1 xj cR'id ^ 3ff^t 7 t^' ai^di 

?TTto t 1 

6 

cffdd % fcR ¥lWl 
3? SI^TT 2 ^TFIF 
^Tcf^T 3RTIJ ^nft ft vft ^*11^1 
ft> Tim 40000 

WI % TTT2I 2000^ Sfo 

fin !^Nt qiw % ftR) ^ 

VICTOR % foR 35000 sift ftn <T«IT 
^1ft<W vtpraFt % frR 15000 CT 
5fa fai (^Nf % fen? Rn 

vJcMKi ^Tlftft 1 eTTO 

yi<H>fcW 3R?I WI ^ ^ TT>ft 3 
15000 €1 5TO1 4Rl ^ tl^q 3THK=P , 

1000 €) sroraict rp 3WR^ <wi 
10000 sroraict jr> mrcf, ir ftsirc 
faTJT $ Wtt dcWM T7 ^ ^Ttn 
'HIW/smRcf? % 3lftPl4)^i cf> fafTT 
3Rft T7 cftScTI ITTT cRSdci 

^BTTHaiW 15.0745^ ftft^tR ft 

^ricfrt t^ift ^3 gfamnft sm 
5R^j dcTOH TT ft 

^TR^/3PTRc^ TR5JTPRI fcf5TJ ^ £ ft 

cjft*1o1 ftl ftftR WTcTI ^THcTT tuft*J 
m ft ^ i ^ft ft ?jfe are 

OT7H tfft> MRfftcf dPfdc! 3H?TcH 

mR^ORT ^ ^Jld cTFTcI TfR 

4>^<R) % ^TTSI , xIR 3Wfe eft cl€rt 

3ffcfr57 Se^lcp 15000 tvfam , 10,000 €t /ft^l 
^T ^ cJ^Rj 3FTcfP5T 10,000 ^T TTcfj 

el€^I 3PIcfe, 10,000 TT45 e^I ^ 

^R ftw W % l ei«nft, 3fi#t ^ 14 ^ 

€t ^ ^fifreT ^\ STOT ^ (i) ^RI 

c^Tt/3Hdl^‘ (ii) cT^TT (iii) ^ 

c|?t ami % amiR ^ 1W? ^ fr 31 W ^r t 
tft atraSl ^ snrai "4 Hcih ?t# I i amt, 'sWro 

cf> nR'cjIdd ch ^h, ^ I? (^ 

# t? 5 T 3iMRd )^f ^rni forffar i tk£i 

Wcl % ^T9I-TH2I Pl^ldd TtFTt efft lift TJTT 

cfv^fT t 3imsn ^fciyitll^ Tjc^chclt Bt ^iT^lT 3tR 
fcR 'g^IRRT {BT^IHT)WTT ^IT 1 

^to? ^ ^=it *Rrfte?, Pmr^i w eian 
’TR#t31cn ; fWR -<jftt|liir^5RI3lftPl<<)le>io fifR 

vrll^cIlR TTcf eiHdl 

Wfftd ^ t 1 ^1 # ^ ^ 3OTRt ^ 3I^1R 
ypemrar^^f %r ^ rj ^RritcRt ^1 ^ 

y<FVZ ^ STRpTT TIef 5BTcR 
v3WRUT -TtwRRI ^ eft ^ t 1 ^ ^ f^IT 
^TTR cftSRI ^IBef Tt ft J<m % 

Rfft ftft ^[ ffeRT |3H t ^ 


Ml 


l| 





[m hi — 4 ] 


ene e*f : 3^44IVK U I 


& 

ss 



areei 4* srftteRd ten errer t cfi 
et fttee snnen&M erre 
te eT mte i e? ?ft steer ter 
^tht t ftr Rere i ee tet fofter 
tef % xfter jnwcie r fteR 
tei eei t efr T fter te ee g*se 
tent i e?itjn#ide$tereer 
t ft ftfer me r terfter e^mr 
cite tet ee term eteftt ^ 
^rne etf t I are: eft ^ te> irt 

15.0745 RT RJ €t it e R effT 
arteee efteer amer en je: Mot 
0^ 01 snjte fter ^trtt 1 1 

yfWwi gg wrt is ^ji t 1 

?fi ift a?rw? 

arraiffe grrt % feg ^fr | | 

5 ^ hth ^ ^ Ararat 

aigcqiftra fadta 3W snsto gifs ^ f 

C 10 ftlen me r 3tftf^<?a vjt^Tvi er^ft 
cPha d+^<)5l ^risrai fWl^ ,s? 

saranPiT to sir Tjg> i& % 
wnei % rr i yr#re> tM Rete tr t te 
iterg^t ^ aPtfem t cfm ^ <jpr Pwj^i 
gH^’S cT^IT , fl l *ll'< ^ SKI 

cpir tete teeRm in fte te te en 
femri ^ l sM (Kir y§3 gpf ^ 

eitacn rihicr tene e 1 

- 7 

efied ei teen tee ftfte 
W sto teR te eRer t, 

ete teen efteer i srteen eft 
ereer % efteere % te cm 

teR te je eft gKi arteee 
f^fcrT eft OTcTT STM eft M t tef ije> 
ni 12 ft> ewr srjere in to? eft 
ift? te ft #T ee % eFTR ^T 

ete t l tee sfR sneie teR % 
fte ft^RR eft ft*|ee 3reft smrer: 15 
fte eer sftefteRefttet i eft 
Sfteft 12 in otkh sgere.R ftcR 
ete t et tee ten eft 15 fte (30 
fte - 5 fte ) 3 ?r snere tere 25 fte 
(30 fte - 5 fte ) % te ftere ?jee> 
sntee ten i *ftrm % te 
ft^cRi 3Tcrft % 3T? *>.. 9.75 Sft Z=\ 
5fif ft 5 ! & 17? ^[fttiraT^ 

m ter eft ter te ftem-R ^ 
am gra ^ir 13m:gt€ 
eft ftte ft? ter ft? fte ter 

ft> wr ft? ftete ^ 3 trr r 
^enee fteR ete e>r ^5ne fter 
Riert 1 

e? RefT tei t ft? menn te u te? tt 15 
te? ^em te ererte ^ te teR 

?Ree fte nftterer xgftem? fttere wz rt 
t 1 ?te 3rftter teen tet ^ str te te 
W te? % fte ttene ete3i 112 ter % 
^jt? te Mcreref ^ ter mr % egtefte 
ete ter^ mt t 1 srftftee tene t 

te ei ted eee> teR tete in fte te 

nwfte cPf^id e£f S sre: teR cn 

9?^H % 3 T 51 W 3 ^ gw# % jgTR 

% te in wi % fteteTR ite tete in 
srmR r eenee rt amei ee> etf nfe en 
^nei t srn: te ^ 12 eenee % sr^re r 
fte finer eett 1 

8 

te amer etecH #ftT tiiwi 
te tene eeer ter eter e>r 
gpfgfticw ftsjff^r | 1 % 

Rtere ter te Rnfie finer 
^ner t r ne % tee t 1 te, e? ^ 

fte i ^ em x^r in tee ermem el tet t 1 
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RTRlftR , ejtaftR cTSTT gRRTR ^ R?ft 

ft ciiwfci4) rr srrnifcr ^ 
TORR RftftR Rjfftl fftt? t 
srarapf tftR> ywifod RRei rtrr rs 
RcTO 3RR?TO Rft | ft? fftftl Wit ft 
fcTR TftftR ^T^cf> 3 3RR | I ftSRT 
RtR RTRlft dft ^5 yoto> 
ftRR Rftft R&fftR RRR) OKdfocbdl 
ft TOR RR Mfcl Rft 3?R R^JRTR 
RT^ JHHdl MRs<T>dd cR y=f: ftftsRT <fik 


EaSEEB^SaH 


. .„.R>. 45 RR ^R 

Cs 

ft TO 15000 ft RTFF3T RRR> /3PTRR> 
eft TOR TO R5. 35 RRt^ eft cR ft 

ioooo cri vi6M rtto /3pttt^ eft 

cTFTcI (qxjK 3 RRft R^ t I yWcil 

rr tor rr 1 ^ Rft tor to £3?R r 
ft TOftR fttft^Ft ftft <ft^ R'dliftft 
RTR^fa ft TOJd fftR £ I TO ftft RR 

FTeT ^ PrafRd IftR RR 3RRH 

ftftfr ft RIRdf ft TOvR “To) 
/3TRRR» ftt dMld ft'Sdl ft€ £Rd £R1 
Rift RR RdR ft fftRdR RTs* R^ I 3PR 
Rtft ITRT RdR* R^ 'jNjfhd clHd ft f - 
ft ft ft (fttRRT) RR ^5.28 Rvft? RR 
3Tt ft ft (eft? 3TRR3>) Rn.35 , ft 

ft ft RRT fttRoJT) RS 28.90 

R)ft5 I 


TO -TO ^7R ftt 
RR fipRR R?Rft fR 3TT^ 3TI^ ft , R£TRI, ftt 1ft 
d<r>ftcft RTcRRTRRR ^ , fa led RI^ ftt dHld ft ftt 
eTRdT3^RftefRR2ft R^ftTOrlft I RTR^ReT ft 
R? RTO ftdT t fft fftfed Rl^ ftt RTRTefft ftt 

arRcTT ^rraft sraf&rfci rr ^fft ftt R^ ft^RT rr 

TOlfftr t 3?tR 1ft TO fft 1 ? RJlft RTft ftlRTR ft 
TOR RR TOlftcl Rft t I ?RT eT«R RTVf^RR 4 
RRRft *?R RRdlfftd ftftdd ft fatal RI^ ftt fiTRRT 

ftt to ft£ ft to 5to Rft ftt ^rr RiR^ft ismt 

,fftmRfttR^3^R /ft2fttMdRT# ^IRRlftt 


RR1RRTR RTTOTft TOR ftl RR Rft t 3TR TO 
ftft RflRft l I 










I'm IM—WTZ 4] 


TO m TOR : 3TOTTOT 



to 902600 to to to fcR 
Mt^ ^ TI. 10.5 to cf?t gT 
3Tprfto -sjro tot totolTR cZR % 
3 ^ 7 ^ 3 Tt I f>TO to-Sdl ^ % 

TOttoft TJTf.3Tt.3TN. % 3Tg^ 

<*lkl PR? I 


TON TO^H tot ?PT WPcR 3N?l 
W1 Mt€ ^ Tgxf TN^ft 3 FW4 U I TOSt 
3TfSiNT to to T. 265 NR3 Tltofcffi 
fton t i ntotof % 3 ^ttn to? 
TFTcTP tot m topePT to TPR 
foptol - cZRT tot ftoPTN PTHI t 

I to> ^fcltto, ^ TW tot t fto 

to.STtto. tolcPP gNT tot to 
tontoff T? 3T^KNT -CER ^T TOT 
fton PTFTT ^ f^NTcpI ^JPPT v3TT^ 'to 

tort i 


tot tor to TOn! 
toj to€ ^ ifftop 3TRTN totocf 
cNf % TN 3 TR? TpPN to tot y Wlcl 
NIT1 ft I ^fto e|§to*Tfa WZ T? ftlto 
ro % tort cm totot ftonprm 

I, 3T?T: ^ 3TTTOTcp t fto TFTOT to 

todlei fa fto TOR % toNt % to 
to | 



toto”to toj to to to t* tot totojtotoT to to 
torfto totr mt fton 20.11.09, tot tom 
(toTOT) % TflST/to "gf 3fN PTF7 R? Ptto ftol 

to fto tot to ^ tot to toto 3 ar^m 

Itoto gftoto gNT cfNRTl NN I (3Trf: to tot 

TJ to 3T5TIN, T$cT to TPjto 3 Rl^T % fefTJ toft to 
to tint to % Tprto fjto % 3TJT2NI tfi 
toto TjftoTfTITto cPl ^ I 3Tcf: 3T37SNT ftoptoi to 
dHId ton TOTTP 3 tot to t I tovScll to S'tC 
to \JTf 3T^Tg to ^TR 4 N^to PR cWdel 
Mfto N^P to TTfST T§R tot to TOto TO TO: 
toftotototTOtototototoftorm^t 
to to t? to tos fa^i TOf 1?, 


^TF W 3NTR F PR toFeTT toe 14 to. to 15 to. 

gto pfroto to torpf ^p to? tor? to 
gFTcPf totoro totoft T[toto ftototorr pn 

^FT t I Fto? 3TeTO to'Scll <aito to 3T^T 

toR #5 ^tcrt ton gftonto 12 to to 

TO to PTeftot to Tito ton to 

tonto p?t tftttp fcTO pit tft t I toto toto to 
TNT toro to? toN to 5FTtH ^5 tol^ 
3Ten dtom ^rto I Fto? 3 tM^t ^if eftom 
TN to ’?ro to> toN toto <aieiM , 

to RTto <m tft^pt ton I M tototoi3ft 
to stjttn tot torto to ito tor tftcR-^t 

TPTH Ftto I 3Td; TOcI - ^T to TOTR TT RldN 
fton PTTTJ I 



gr tt. ftoN fton t i 3 ttot ton 
Pi^ci TNcf tfr? ftontot tofa to tot 
czm nro 3 trtop 11 


TRkT TOmTOT H cj^ll MTc MTq 

to tor Itoctoto tot to tuf^ to 
MT 3 5t^ to 3RT 1 ftoetottcN Mlfecpl 
to fto TON yiTOcH ^ n. 1571.5 
eim tot 4>ci Niftoi toto tot ^ I 



15 
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dF ttc ^ t fa m g^E sto 
dffdd M Wet dpfact TOJ ^ 

faq TO gfalT d>T ^q#r fan 
i ^d ^ ftmi^ cisn 

TTST Tl fafac} dtoR % fa? 3m tt 
ntf cm ftgfn f^n dm t 

l TOfa ^Tcrrar ff $\ tef d£f % fa 
gfainntt dRcfm $d nr ^ $cft 

7 r. wr 

5WI cEI tfficheld FPfef^ETSjf % 

srg^q f^n ^TETIT F2JT f^aft ?R? 

*fkfN % % jJ0lx: ^ F^T FHRt nRcEcId 

4d cEt^ g«EI ^ ^ 3Td: ^cl Si^l 'gl^qiel 

TFF^ FNT Ft^Tel d^N M'R^cJd % feTT* ^SEE ^ 
3NFT 3TTdWE d#f 1 1 3TP1 dE 

OTld TOd nTOFtTOdFi 1 

TTdePT xE6 dF td ^NT FT ^1 TREE gNI cfF 
ftf^R cETWt W 3EdfeT % 3TdT dW? % 
4 ld<^ ?EE ^d XI<5^ cf> "^t efft vJMci^ddl, dMld 
g^i^cqidddi, %tn efi FTdT 3fk q^E/qkM % 
T^ld t? £nfc 1 I ^m: ft ^ tt^e w 

^d FTT MRcIFd % Td ^ d^TR d?l g>d TOT 
f£?l!ftdd f^dl dl TEEdT t 1 ^FTOTmtoT 

TOTT t fcE ^d STT ^d dPidd TO?t 

fcTT chqcl TEFdT ^1 FTdR % 1 

16 

<p<sc\\ 3 dddldl 

#39ft^3TTT^Srfa^£^. 0.50 F2TI 
f€Rt dddul tg srfci ^rt 3 tr 

T>. 0.30 cfn did -farm JJdTT ^taifad 
tor 1 l 3igdHcE II fit w: tot 
T faft cftFdT ^ UNI 3TT*TT^ df 
Hgld ^ TRTtEfd fad! dldT ^ 3ftf&F 1? 

1 dTF-faddT TOTt cEt faq T7 

3TJ^4 gd: hRceR-ki fadTdld 1 

Hld-!^)XN1 5TR Mgfd cE 6) 

cRIR Ret tt t 1 

17 

<pH<<l STHcfl fallal cETc) WW UIR 3 
TTt dd TOllftd fapfd ddfa tTdT 12 
drS dr turner 3 Tsrrt 

Id 9*dlftd tSR TOTt dd dFTTd 3M 
<£ faEdd ^1 ^im d?r ^fir 1 WI 
^ 7FTO TR£ft Ffn % ^ vifr^ 

% IcT? ^pic ‘H^R y i PTRt ^T J7: 
ilficEdd ftrm neh tfl 3TTOTce t 

1 

^h<ji ^H^lcw xi.7 % 9^dl cE sjdix ^<3 | 


7.1. ^ qftTTC E fcm 8 3$d 2010 cjft Tfreij ^ 

cISIT wten /g*^g Tpr ^Tcft TEdf/TT$ ^ 3fR vj^l^ «ncf T*#f I 

TRJcfil i % ^KH fcfrrr t|T 7 ^7 T$OT cfTt 3TRIR T? T^dT ^ ^ 3EHT VXtliq 

^iXNdlcM <ET[ cmT Xl*l)Rja 5TCTR 3TTTETE Ft Ft , 3EET eft T FHfcI ^ 
I WflcfFtfit d^JT Tflft 4Vcfteffort ^ % TOM T? 3FE?t fejftsld TOp 

TffeftsftdF: T^?3ETt lelRsid TOift<EX u l #F ^ 3?R 3ERR fcRCT dT I 


l| w 



HHH ' 1 
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7.2. ftH ^ feTO 16 3$oT 2010 ft ^ £RT ft W3 

3Nft ftTOft 9 ^cT eft t ^T<ft TO gfcT ft^RI ft€ ftt 3Nft fenft #3 aftfel 
ftt 7 ^ I ft€ ^ ferfe 14 ^cr4 2010 % ^ ^RT cT^t^TEfr 3?TFfr % I 

8. felfe 2 ^cTT? 2010 ft <ni 5RT ft ^ srfftftm W^cjRoi TOT TO ftl 
PlHcld t I ftTO fti ^ felfe 14 ^TT| 2010 ft 3fef ^ ft ^TOT ^cvR 
feTI t i WfeRR £RT TOR nR9?ft cT^TT ftScTT URT fe? TO ^offt 

ftt 3TTnft - TOlft WTO t I 


TO ft. 

c*q gRT TOR TO TOT 

ft<5dl ^ 5RT fe? TO ^3^R 

1 

4>'S<7lf ftd cp fc'lft 7 vrRtjft 

2010, ftTOiTnftsrnftR n^toTOF>, 

TOTTO TO TOftlft % TOft 5FRR 
siMch^rt eft HFTtT TOPI *>. 325 TOte 
ftft t 1 fferft fftftr y.ew-i 

swpft % ^>.83 nftm ftr PTf^r 

ftftfcRT t ftfe ^ TO TOTOftf <ft 
oTFTP 9TOTO TOTOft 3>T 25 % 

ft ft 3rf£ra> ^ 6 +tA fero 7 

2010, sm .TOi ft€ ^ ft TO?nftft 
wm ^rfa? to ft^n ft^i ^ 

TO TOR TO !3TOTOfi 

n>I 3TcP)-3TcPI szfRT TO^ 3>T 

3fJ^ fe^n TO 2JT | ft^cTT ft<f £tC ft 
«mi<ii fe 3Pffira ^ffTOlft TOlff ftt ^0 
^1 1 $K ^ft TOJRTTOT TOJP fell 
RTOTT t ef>W ftfe ejftf fft STjftfel 
ftftmft 3RPRPT cTfel cJPRT ft Tift 
pfe nn HTTOePT TOft % M?^ld felR 

ftt to? 1 t c^n ftft nr| fe^ ^rrorft 

TOT ^T iftft TO ftft ft JKWN eft 3Tfef 

wi pft fen pit toktt i. 

^n.. 83 tf-fts ft fftTO TO"cH ^w^\) ftf 
cfFTcT «m feftro t:- 

(n>) ft ftnftntf 25.12 n>ftf 
(^} ft ftrn fertf ^. 8 

(n ) ft T^cFRf ^). 36 cpft? 

{^) 3ftn^. 1.70 nRY? 
f ^). 1.36 ^ 

(t?) nnTOnRcjRT^>. i.l3nrfts 
(uT) I^EifeR^j. 10.28 

2 

^cli ftci 4 «4n(^l fe ^ToTTO 

nReft TO TOTOt ^ftnRT TORT 
niWePT ft sn^R Wf\ fel t 

to TOftta mftnOT ft tost 

5R^r fftm ^TRnr 1 TTftr A ^ro 
NiM^YcWTOU 1 fet 

feftroftft ft TOft nron tot nR^ 
ft feR ft€ SKI ftR ^R 3?TO> TOftt ft 
«ITq'J|5 ft^cTI ftef £« ftt fftft TOR cR 
fqq^ u i TOrnft §3n 1 

3 

ftsdi gw ^ cTHn yniR'id 

TO^dloT ^PTcT ^ ^fed ftfe^T nft 

<& <i^ (t|?<7|ci u i <PI Rqx“i y^d 

■TOt 1 
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14w to t I cb>soii 

TOIR Wft WT ffaftw*! 5^1 fcW I I 

fjRT 3WIR *R ^1T ^ yi'Wd'l %W 
TO t vjtichi 3TMR y^d W?t f4w TO 
% I cb'Sdl ftc* £*ii 4 JW elPRI 
yTWeFT 3 tifaloKt Rft”1 W?t 
% ?ftr cfR^ fcp^R cjRft 
WTsfe> y^d 3R^ cm 3F^Fl 

f«PW TO t ! 


ddWd ^fdRc*d WcFTR WTO/3PTRW 
TOito cRft ^ 4 thr ^?^cR arro 
3ff^3R Tfcftt I , it£ ^ 3rjfa fow 
WW W f4 15.0745 TO to £r ift 17 
eft 3i(^cf)dH cRfdel F^TcR afWTT cm 
JW WtOTfoWTO? lWTOft^£^ 
^ \jern to cffr 6a mft fow t 

^ TTWt 3 Wt cfdN did! ^ f4 3T4 
MfRcT feR \tfft<JRft 3^TcH tfc?> 
RT^fl cRtdci) TO cTP^^rt WHT 3Fl4 
Rfa wtf 4 TO ft y<r>R % M U4 il 
% yS’^ct’l ftj «TlcTl dws? W? ^ I 3RFFT 
tfa> cm ftftTOI Wft WW 

^itoRm 4f 3TW[f to ’infeftfwTsft 

gRT pT4"d Hld^-sl TO 3TT^iRcl <^41 cf^TT 
yi<W)fcHd hR^IcH cTFTrf Wt TfTTOcTT ftcf 
TO RfWTO cTPTcf TO 3T[WRa 3TPFFT 
3FFTFTT ftm I ^ TO cfSR ftwfte 
Rft f^W T RTT ^ f4 "cTR TJTS 'dft^fcl TO 
TO TO WTO/3WTTO ft 3fjftw 
ftcRWWT TO%ft ft TOR Rft ft 

3TcT: fftnWR -RRR % TOTO ft Pl^d 
fcmj vji4chci 1 *^ N *icr + i 4 ik<Ti ?ift 
/fftwro - mro 4 tor ft cmscfT ^ 
^ irt ^ ^ 3T^Fm # ipro iit 
IfKI 3itcr>fci0 3?ftmFR STTO ^ ^4lcf>W 
cR 4 ^ cf^ 3TFTR TOkTI I 


^3T# A SmlW ^RT ^ 13 ^ft. ^ 3lte 
^ ^TcETHt cm TO^rm ^ ^ ristr 
^ I, am: ^ 5^rm f^n *m % fcF 15 
fsrm ^TeT 'Jid^jMl ^ t^Ri ^r 

^ cjft ftcbfRld fW y|R I W cPI 
3TTOR 15 fs'JlI^d fcRTI TO t 

! ^ R^TfcI ?T2JT ^JcR 4FT 5 «R| 3 

^ W 4t 60 Tft ?t4t $ 

[ ^fcfT yjci cj^ 60 ^¥t viHd^T %, 3RT: 

4^ ^ vjiei^i4 4 yiRdm ^ we 4 
cm ^ WFfFT fimj cm yxW4 t I 
W^ <f> 4 fcm/RW^ codH 4t ETO ^ 

^cfR ^JTFT 4t 14 Wto4 

4 TOFFT rFTR ftwi TO I I cTWft, 
^WHFT % wd Tt ^TO, TTO, cm 

f\ TOTT Wlto t cTW4 

TOTFWT: %4t/?^lAcKi vfld'Midl 4 
% I 3FT: 1 J^W T f Wet c£t SFTcTT W 

yicm>eH f4w to 

t I ?TW 3T3FTFT 4 eft wd eft wfapT %TR 

4www cm yicitbcH 10 to TO ^ ft tj 4 
^R^if^wTOt tterteRtroaww 
14TOTO^ft^cFF^t ^TTcft t I WTOKT 
^ ^ fft eft fWcT 4 4 ■cR u l 4 

^IciRcm WFfRR WTeFcT WTOR ^ft 
SrFTcH 4t TOW WFTT \ifcld BtW I 3Tcf: R? 
y^-d[c| fWW TOTcTT ^ WWTRT 4 14TOTO 
€tft^43rftwft 

w?t 4wtwr w4 ^ 4 tr4 i 
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5 

ejij TldlS c{) ^i4 ft 1ft H u ft 

ftt Tift ft wi fcreftro HRft % hth 
ftft Hft 12 ft 3FJHTH % cpfHR TO 

^dRlUK cf^ J cjrSdl ft<i ft \5cvR 

Rt^l 1ft T^|cf7 q^+ii-t 7TRH ft ft£ ft HR? 
ftl4> Tjjjsj) H~cH) ftlHR % 5I7HH % feP? 

wrffa 1, ara: ftflR 

y=r>K m u, m] tef^ 'ip’i % 

Ww ^ airarc <rc ^5fart^ w<i 
Hl?t fftHI TO '(icfidl 1 3TTft ft>sH! ftt£ 
£td ^ Hdhl ft? ftft HTftn1ftHjT3Tl ft 
sfjhh -III ft t*?\ ft ft to nft 12 ft 
^foftro aryrra to faro? IftHT to % \ 

eft'Sd! ftt€ eft <|fdcl fftHT TO % 

ft) TFRft-2 eft^di cifftdd ft 

Tftftcf t niftft ftxTRI#! ftftro 
ftlHcTT TTlftT, |qft"1 TOR % 

«id?>, 'ft'HR ftt 3iiq^^cpdi3ft eft tjti 
HR ftftfcTOt [ IHlft HH IftTO 7 3T$cT 
2010 ^ ^ TOHT TO 1? fftnft 

3R[TO eft 12 yfaq4 fcTOT "TO ft ft 
TO^ifl/Piftci ftmft ft 15/20 ftft H5T 
ftcR ^SF) TOH ft ; ll TO Tarftt/^Hd 
arnft ft aftftp hir^i ^ ftft fftr. cft 
7S..9.75 ftt TOHTfftl to TO ^ftrorft 

eft 3RfTOftm TOH ft 7 ]! 1 3RT: TOITO 

ftft ~^Z ft SF^tH Pro TO fft 
TOHrfftr fft^ arnft ft%™ft 12 ft 

4ift ^ftfttTO TO fqRidt\ Pi hr HRft IPJ 
TOnfftr htotot - toh ft ftftnTOH ftt 

TOH Hft 1 ftft ft HI ft fftHT 

HHT 1ft ftsRH ft '(MW ftt HPT ft 
ftftftf ftTO HFTTOT PTR ftt JH: 

ftftftePT Hft 1 TOSTO ftft ft 

Iftro 25 ^T,2010 ft 3THft ft IH gft 
TO ftft TOfttHRR TOTpT Hft fftHI t 1 
ftft ft 31 J-lloH STf&T fftHT TO7TT1 

1 

TOTlfftl '^) ftlH> c(ft-id fttHeTI 'Hftd Hft 
35>R % ?c?) ^fMR tp ycNii % left? 

Sfrw l^n ^rarS i asnft, ^ 
cfftdd ftg TOft ft 'dftfed ftn HH 

Hft| HHkfefcbl Hft? t 1 ^|ft ftlTOT 

TO fttHR t, 3TH: ftn ftl 

HPfHft1eR3ft ft 3j^>tlR fttHcTT dPtdd 

ft 3T5TOT ftt SHFT ft "R5T WTcTT 1, 
ftPpH TOft ft >flft ft 7THH fft?ftTO ftHR 
HRft ft TO ^Hlftd HdP cifftdd ft 

5JTRT ^ 3?5HH ft STTcpft 3TRRTO ftft ft 1 
HI HleTT 3TH7R f HTH eb'Sdf ftft 14 ft ft 

15 ft TO ft ^TH HTft PTeTHlftf ft fftft ^H) 
HcH) ftlHR HH TO7HH HRft TO 

ftftftro fftftftH HR TIT t 1 3TH HI 
7THHT RTHT t fft HTft ft HHft ftf 60% 
ftw# % 3K7 ?P? ^ 40% 

•fPTR PljJtkl 3T4& ^ SlftltP 

H^HT IftHHH STtftHTO HFT 75Tft 3THfft ft 10 
fe*fl ftl ^qPl ft 3THH Picpld f^HT 1 

6 

fisiRsUMctHM, HRIe?N, dHI 

fPITH H? fttHft ft... TJ^cR 

g>| #f kih 

ft'Sdl ftft ft TOPH fft^r sjfTftHTft 

Hlft ftl HIH 5TTO PRf H? ftTH fftp" 
HTT 7ft ftHR ftt 3ftfiTT HTft ftt 3THferfft TO 
Ifeftt ftt W&3) HHT TJTOft fftpRT TO ftft? 

Ftft ft 1 TftlftH HTft ftg TOTTfftf ftt 
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tfijsJde TO TOTO3 6, TOT Wgz TO TOft TO 

' ^rcf(w tto ^ ^>ro ?tto to fen totto 

TR WI Tift ^ ftfet TOt 
ft TPTB/vjRI fem TOT TOft | 
fe£t n5t ftfes Wcf TOt S?FT 3 TO3TO? 

tjtopei 80 #TO^rft >£to 4^ eft 3 2 

wi eft TOT fiTHcTT 3 ^ TOT% % 3 TRR ft 
"\3n-TOFF, cFTO <?2JT HH^I TOT felM TO? TftfeH 
4 ftfer TOftft ?jfen to?t^ 

I SIFT 4 eft TO!? 3 €t/TO? 2 ftfe? STTOTT 

2 ? ft HFfeftfroft fttgfeTO??TTt 13 n^. 
3 tt^. , TOrrofero, ft ^fftr fftro t 

fft nro feRi % fW T^fftn 

sthto 4 gfe ftro t d^n 3 €t to 2 
?£fftn stto ?rft ftroft, 'HR to ftroft ft 
fqkud; ^|wl ftl SIR ft feR fen, % foP? ^ 
3ft? ft*feq CTTO fftft to^ eft nR-TOl 
ftlHdl % i 


gfe ft 3 jt^r ^rft ?t?n ft€ ft gn: sfeft cn^rrft ftt ft ^ ftt crofts ft 
3 Fjftq fftro TO fe 3 TTOTO TO? ?jft 24 TO ftft t I ftTOeFI % fenfftftftt ft 
ftg H Ffeft TOT ?Fsft ft TOFT TO?ft gn TOfffR ( 3 Tt TO ft .1 ( 3 )/ft TO> - 11/2001 
^jvftro ctfr eft n^ror to? % ferra ft feriro 18 . 02.02 )gf|^^Tci^ cft siR 

3 ?gTOR TOft 1 4 ?THTTO - efncf TO felR eFTHT 

feftl clTHd ft <j[fe % TOe^TOfFT TO?t ftcTI 


TO TO?dftTO SITTOeFT TO?ft TO TOft 
sthtot ftftft nlWcm ftt gn: toN TO?ft 
TO 3 fgfttl Rrxfl TOT ^ I TO die IftTO 
TOTHT t fft TO'Sotl ft TO TOdlft i?? fft 
?ftfftn TOi ?TgTO TO ft TO^TO ftft % 
TOTO 1 TOR % dl'OH fef A eft TO? ^ 

toht %, 4 k aiHcn to g-fsitror TOft to 
TORT ■*rft firor ^ I to sttot “4 

3 TRT fe ^FFT TO) , fvjFHefJl fef 4 
TO? % TOft ^ ^«RT ftfcror t, 

TOIT ^T 44 RH ^ftef TOft TOTO % 

TO 3 T ^THRt %g ^feRT TOi % ^ 

ferofedt I 



TO (ctkn TOTO ^ TO TO'RFI , ^IR, ^Tq TO TOTOT TOR eftTOt ^ 

ftro t , 3 TO: 3 TOTOTO t fe ^ TOTO *ffHR TO TORFT TO^TO I &T ^ 


TOR ^ ferot % ten? ^roft ^TOTOTI ftefc 
^7 3TOIR TO 3TeFT-3TcFT vTOcFKf fcFJ %TO?f 
cfRRTOR I kfe^T 


HFfe^fTOSft % 3 FJFR ^T Tift ^fTHRt tf> 
fcFj ferot ^ to mt fefr t 3R: 

kfe^T hVhrI % fe? 3TcFT-3TcFI fet eft 
3 TTTOTOTO ^Tft t I TOTSRT fek % 3 TJTOH 

^rotro ferot % 3 fttto^to to c% 

3TTOTO TO'ft TORH fen TOFTT % I 
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9 * ^ t6 2010 3&m$\ ^F?3MTftm aft 

^f^T Wddl 3*fi ^gi4 T^f t 3?R ^TRcftfafft 3T*Rcft eft ^Rsqj rfR 

*ft^t i3>^on ^ ftw2i ^jenf2010 

^RT ^ 3TTcf7K xft ^xRT ^ 3MMT ^ Tftft?T 3TT^3TT^t f x^ 

21 2010 % «mrar sir ft? cj>^^vsn^^ %1^ c£ 

^€t 3TT^R^ t 10 ftfcOT^^^cfl^ 

ft rt) t «raft> ftsct *tft 4 fcijcr 4 
I 3U^3nf€l, £RI ftl? TJT7 ^ftzft % 3^w tRR A TJcJ 

3TI^R % *PT M^r cRTT xRR 3 ^ 3TT^R eft ^ 3 

WyTRT I TTtf 3TJcpR eft ^fft t efttft? TFft 

3TR)R 3? ^Mt eft ^ ■fcR-^l % fifcjft ^1 
^}h 4*I ft*TJ WeTf |3TT^3n#€t^c?5tOT^^3n^%f^TO 
3R^T efts* 3TT^>R *1 effejef ftcefT (T? ^jfeRR % 3fg<Jjcf *Tft 

T^TT I 

W 21 2010 % ^ 

’Hwl ^ ^WRchi ^ TR?IT ^R cl<f? eftf R^rf^TcT eft ^ t ^ 

arr^ft f^Fft <?r} tg iti <ft 3 t^rr cjrfti ?rar I i 
5cfrR 3 cjrgeTT ftt ^ ftRft? 5 SPRS, 2010 % *RT % 
3 TT^ 3 TT^^^cfRt^OT 3 T^^t I W$SK$<?\ ft xftSeTT ftli 
£*£ *ft 4 3PTRT, 2010 % 3Tqft *JcT ft ??IRTT I ft? ftwra cpft 
Mi q fopftm ftpjr wft? 14 

?f^fj 2Tft) ftfaR ^Tcil 'Jfirj I vjfqft? ^t^ ^TTcIRRT yiHlo^dl *1^1^ 

A ^ii nfflg ?m % 3t^tr ft ^ mm Prafferftr? M ^r y^ i ftd 

ft^ 3RR?^ ^ yfR^TT I STFt.'q? gto UT& ftp? M M 
^ ^ SRRTT ^ uffeT v5THT | I ’T^T %fR 9TMR % ft^TT aT?Tm 

Hincp)^ w ^r T^rM RcR eft ^mT ft^n 3fR ^ft 
3 miR Tpf BteTT t ?ft dr<i*itft ^Hdftpri g^T: 3TcfI'Wft4> ufT Xpft 
I €ft<}> ymiq a<^^ ^HR^)V3TO><cr)[ RTeftT ^ 7]^ ^T^jj tTR T Rilkl 

t 3fR ^RFR A 14 WhcIh]^ cf>t y'MlRid ^ift^ftRT €THcTT % 
^rg^r t I am: fticieici ywiq ^ m cr£fa ^cpt/afmRsft 

^ ^ ^idtqid 14 3fto? ufi^n ^ 

btt w^eft A arftftcm ^w^ft ^>t -^mi '^t T rr afR ^ 

4j'&dl ^ A) " M “ % 'TO13TP7 J TT I 

ia 5 *yifii<?*u,%TOftm^3 tM# A^ 

A rntw % i Tftftcf i?^m>Rf ^ 3 m ftuip w n % -g^R] ^ ^ 

^srnrW ?^AdiMA htlp7/tariffauthority.gov.in ^ 

I 
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11. TOft eft 5T&F5T ^ <?RR eft ^ TPjyfaT % TO? 3 pF-iPdfe^ 


(i) cfj^cn 9 TftreR°T ft ^en 3 gyn Pi<^ 

sto ctffrel tg 3RRH 4ftq» ^ ^ SIfte t TOft ^ ^ 

^ tor TO t XRR ^imi ^ 9Rclft ,2008 mImIm! 

MRftddl tg 3RRR tfftT ftsjfftcf e^ft ft TT#Jd wtef^FT3Tt ^ ^ 

2.2 cfj 3TgW Mfftl fcFTI 'jfRT ^Teff tfft?> 3iiq^ u l cfnq idd 3R gW 

Qjfa> effiTO 9T HTggRTT ^fc<F 3TFTTft xn^ C{4 cp) gtTFT ep^efT % 

doHTR xfpTlft % feT^ xRc^ff 'Sftcft ePTI^ M Tfft HR4^qi3Tf XR 
ftft 1 TTgcT: ^Tf 9TitITRR ^ f^TO 30 Rld^, 2008 % 3T9^ 39^1 ftTO 
tRf/35/2008'M^t, 3 T^RI ftc* % Mft 91TO % ftcfjf^ 
fcp^ x*ift %g ywifcra ft*rR wt 

XR WTFT TO xrfrosrfof cJTrTO.eft^cfl ( srfol TiPd % fft^TC ) 
XT^,^#R ) '?TfTR 1 ^W TO 3RT TTO ftl9R 3?R ^cil«R 

xfRR 3fR HcR^t cF Hgt cp ys^H tg 3RRR 3igg/[ ^Fg^RT 

w fe^T I i 3R T^eff ft€ gre ^ gyn xr 

TOft cPTO W 3?R cft^ft 3? ^ft HRepcHdl 
cf?r % feiri 30 ftm^.2008 

f\ vJTefSI f I 3 cfrgclT xff€ gT£ 3 f^RF t fcf> t-Rcl 

%R ftreft? fcR 30 ftfiFR, 2008 % 3P^I % ^ 3RRH 

tffttf T?ft ft ft t I eft^cfl xfft ^ ( 3 ISlfe ^ell x^ 

) ^ ftm ^f> gyn ^rr vn% ^ ^ 

eRiHd mR^vjHI % q<ij]cf) T? ch>scll *si41 qie^ f^R cVlI ^ft 
^tPRI % ftcps cf^cn c|t\ ^1 cjj Tftjrff ^fp[ xft 17 t ^R 
ffye f-g Td Pf# T^R _c ^t grfgg 3#R^PT] ^ ^ t I 4>«cn 

xff^ c£ 3TR^ f^Rr?I fcFg XJfPl xftHR XTRi 

^cl TRRjH <$\ Rfl^TI HR ft^TT x^fedcp gyn % ‘gR’ 
dffiT cl ^1 xpa 9^1 ^ eWTel TO 9T3 6>cll4lc< c^t cl 14*1 3?R W 9^1 
^ TO- Pbdl^lcR cFfr^cf Mlf^4^l I 3 IcTO cfj^HT 

% 3TgTfR, y^lficl ^fRrt cif^Hdl XR %RR 9FTT^ TOff Mcgfcl^l 3 

3^^ ^prTT *ERTff^ ^SeTT ^> ^7^ ^WR Wf cRR ^ 

9*KU[fc T TOFRxjj TIcFTO Tl gcR clad dRb 1 ! ^K^ic 

xhT^tcf^ g 3fR ^ dqf^ gyn f^sm cPRid 9R 

cRR \3fT^ #g vJMcb^uf 'HTO.cT^R 3RFTTO, cf>%R, ft^R 

^R fekH^ , ^4R , fe, cfe^ TO TO cflt tziH 

^7 ft, ^Ujy % pjcbe SjfcF cWdcf TO fR?I ^Rf¥I § 3?R 

^jf dfeff ^ ^TcR TOft 9^1 ^ 3RR I, ^ 91)^1 xjyTT 
9>I-d l Rld gW Sltcp cRnd XR cTP^^R^ %g ^TO 3TSRR eft 3Igft^9 
9cjH ^7>ft ft ft«il^ld th^dl 3Igfty 9 t 1 tql<j>.Ri %g TIFRcf 

§3Ht I 


|;«« ||f»f ! 
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(ii). ft^ftcp' 


l}, cftqdl, dl 6 , 


ft^siTW ft! Mci^ <3 ft^Pcro ft! t i ft^cnftd^e: 
ft TO3JTc[ fc'iicb u ^clft, 2010 % ^ ^RI fft^TT fft TO cRf^fel 
TO cte 3TTO> m\m cfft 3TRTT Rft t f ^ fttTO ft^R ftftft yzw 

3gfcfri TrfftrR cf?t wfafelcPia ff ft Mfftr l torj ftft ft 

fttror ft fcTs wteftfcmsfi ft fftftfftr toto to! to ftwi ft! t TOtffft 
ft ftftTR vdd^H ^TTRcfTf / 3THTWI % Tflftcf TOft RTft 3lft I I fR ftft£I 4 
TO ft! tzncfS? | ft) JTpfeftfel^ ft ftBltf W\ ft RTHTef RFftTcl Wl TO 
^ftTO, WJTOT 3Tffe % feHJ ftft ^JSTcF TOTO f^trff^cT Rff fft^TT T T £ TT ft t 
*jfft JJ£*cH t I^fcf TO ftRfft % efftdd ft fcTT RT^?T ftftTT fftRlft foR 
Hlft<Rltfl3ft ft HHft$) fftftfftl ft 37?T: TO?ft ft ft! TOt 3TTOTRT R^fftT 

TO TO ft I TOT TO ft! ftfftcT cfTOT >{-|ft!ftN ftftTT fft ftfaft % ctftdR % 
TO^T ft RF^fft 1 ^ RFT ftcj Hl'iqftl ft ft ftlft sTRT ^fcFTOT 4Rqft*1 fft^ TOJ % 
ft! fttft ft : 


(«p) fttaft ft c#ro ftftft Hi^ffercrt ft fftq efftdd ft! 3Tfftror 
mm ftt ftft arro^T RftcT 3H^icbdH fftfft w error to 
3#cfTO^aiTO ftft tocr erroi to anmfftrfftm tot ft I 
srtoro dffiid error 3Rft ft fftr? ft!€ ft error roft ^Tft 
cfvftTOf eft STTO ft! TOt ft, fftft rofcRtcplft! ft HR^fcttl Rftt 
fft*TTTOft I 


(*3) ftfaft ft <#TO ftftS! TOftft! ft gtoe <3 TOTOT 3RTTO 

RmtRcT I I ^Tcft feHT ^ #T dd^M WTRcP TO TO 

dd^H ^TTTO 3RjfcI m3 <f> feR ^el 4 cpl ETOf ^R3T % I 

{*T} ^ ^ ftftre TOTOnTT W % 3TRIR XR #TR 

toI ^ feR Ri^i^c 96wq ^ y^ente ^ eft t I 

(ET) cp^cn 3i ^ % grRcP 3T5TOT RttoWt TO 3> MRqieiq TOcT ^ 
ETOOTTt I 


(iii) arfecpriM mz arro. 


(cP) TOW 5rRTTW?T c#TO WRpr TOR % ^P ^ dWR TOT^ 
TOjW ?TEnft ^ ftlrf WZ STOI qRep'dd TO?it ^ 

cftqft % feR RratRcT TOcP TOTO ^R ft fttTR f^I % I 
qftfcfc ^ ^Hft ftHR ^dqiq "HTTOt / 3THReft ft Hl4>cl RRT^ 

m3 % I eft^n iii ft jw-difttf effiro tr ftro ^r 60% 
ftrrftm ^rroft 3fw 40% ftt to fftftm totto! ^rt 

TORT RTTO ifttTOTORH^fftmftftftTOfttftar^n^ft 
vjiciqii “HRcP / 3PTTTO vdHd«4 ^RR Rft t ft! ftnftRT 'ddqidl ft 
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40000 Ufa efSJT §^f|chH % 20000 VI kef 
(kk & to k fen?) kk afR ^\A<m k 35000 

kct fom m tiflm mimf $ 15000 jifirftro (kk ft 
3m k fcR ) cm awifkd <kk 1 mifki uf^fcMd 
ttwr 4 kg°fa<ii 15000 awdig*i k 10000 

ffiWI gw T^cp 3THR^5 cRH 1000 c^f Sl^aigw ^ ?IR^> Fk | 

kef ^1 ci<411 TJcF) vjici^m ’TRep f STHR^fr Plkfkel fki? v3fk ^f 5RI 
kkm k kSefT kk £RI k*facf OTefT 15.0745 

^^^Ifkk appro- Ik^rfaim t l 

[13] ^ -T? Tjfkl efR^TT k^T fk k“£cll k£ £RT *IRkf / 

mmi kr 3 ^enfteT kk#q k kkrci kf artkmm ami 

’TTk T T# T fT I gkl J ld m cm sffcf f^RTf Rift cl eppf k 

^rafter I knr kef iirt iRgd fkq me? gTWeRf k jpis^i fkmr m 

I I m: ftf 3?R ^TeFT k dkfcf kf SRTeTT k 

yrifdcb .ftcpRf cr wm t kmk yrnfc^ kf awi 

efTH ftekll I Wk^RR e[RI ?T22T *R mR-?R kR fkPT RRT $ 
3fR kef kf g^iq fkn mmi mm Ik m? errk itrt fkiffki vmRuy 
kIMfr afR kkra ami gm Mami^R I 


0'S cl I kef £*<. k fiiciNi fk ^<0 keff ciffimci 3TTI rfj k 15 
kcR qicf ^eFnk k! Tpnkmr I ‘glk fk»f kf f^kef a?R 
gkr ^RTkkR k 0RR 60 kte k^T m 3Tk^cT t 3RT: k£ k 
Bernik kr m \ck k fcp? kkref kwwik mmkm cm k 
9TcrmfkmiI 14km? epramkRemrk g^m: 

v3k"0, wp, kf^ifq cfR% qici / ^kkeRT uicnirk 

kf TNTek fevfi$-i fkm m t l k 3 bj ink kt ami 10 
WkkkR y!d^.(cHd kr^rt t i ki k st^ttr m «r kf 
amr io cisn kf to tnk k ami 4 mRT^tkq 

entfehf^d kf t Iknk dPMcH kf fci ami u w*T<fkk t l 

k€ k 3TgCTR m - -Mlcliqid kf SRfcfT vilV elk \RT H^qk ^RR 

A aileiRcKi v^H 4 >^u| efRk ami krr I f# 

v^Ruidvi k^cfi kef ^ SRm^Ttlkm mrm u 
WRi^kk k 3km> ^ ?t? kt kf Trkan tg ^k 

grteiRR k Tmai 9Tgd fcmn Rfmi i 


kk k "2i? kkpR 1km fk yqiei^ k y-qd^ni % fk cf^ snk 
k fkkt k w 3fR ami k wm ^mRi erm t r^ 
3TtoeRT W q^cf,eH kf kf 3Tk3Tkk,k^ £Rf iRk 
Tnmi Ikrk *r 3n?n^?T I, kf kkkm ^kf fk^i t i fri 
k^ kf ^ k fkn m sn fk HMrfkr cftqci w Rikf 
k Tikki 3Rk y^cim cm yr: fkkaRi cfk i snfarkk, kk uri 
fk? ^ d0kkl k 3 mr ^r k€ k ^fki fk^n Ik ksen 


l 'W 


«>»»NH«| 
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ftft ftcf ft> foP? fftof^d IS 7 ! ^tdft ftg ft 3TTJ HHi ft 
ft 3JT^R ft[ ftft 3ifdc|l4 | I ftft ft* TO WT ft ft^loT 4 
fftcfr*H ftfoR ^HTfclT ^ffT yift) J ll I 3TT^3?T^^t ( ftft e*RT fft? ^ 

'd'<*)fteft ft> 3T^TR Wf ^T ft TJof 31WR % ftft 3>T PfMfcI 

cRIT if vd^icbt ft 3TR5R ftt ftft ft WTRR 1 ?! ^R^TT WT! 

v&W I ^oT 3ff4)R ftt ftft t ^ftfft) 5R5R % ^R 

ft 3ft 3TTcpR % vJlGlftl ftl Wild ft % fcPJ ft# ftft ft] ‘PpETcfl 3$} 
35T wfr»T 3# fft^T ^T I STTftjrftft ft# ftl ^ 4 ft 
3U4JR ft> ftfTO 3R3 ftt^ ft 3fI3>R 3 ft^of *fiPTT ^ft^Tl ft?3) ^ 
H<lf<R y l ft ^<j>d ft ^TT I 

snftSTTftft, ftft ft ft ^Tgfe - ft] ft> vJdft ]JRI MRd ^Idl^ld 
ft^TT^TT efWT 14 WF^ftft^ ftft I \JT3fft ftt^ TOTTO 
^THTcqdl t Hldftlq ^cRft 3FJ?TR ^Rgft ft 

SPffiT t^ftfftl fft^ uflft 3lk ^R ft] Tjfcf c{Rft ftg ftft ^yft 
i ^ ft fftft^ ft 3 hi 4>44> ft di^n I snft, 3? ft 
fft UT^t ft fcR ^Tft 3lft ft] ft SlHdl ft ^THT 
t I T T^ftcl ftfaR 3TISIR ft) fftlT £TOT ft) ftftjftftm HMftW ^R ft 
ft)4d VH'41'f] Wy eft ft «(ci[cj| fftftrfy | ftf^ 3TWR ijft 3ft 
ftcfT t ft cfRtftftt B3Rfeft g3: 3J3Rftftf) ft ^ft j ftf^ 
y^TlN ft dcTl^ ’TRcft/3PTR^ft ft> ftftj ft £ZTH ft ^Rft ft^TT ^R 
^<\ % 3jfR ft 14 WJ|ftftTT %> ijfdlfftd ftftfteRT W«\*\ 
aroi ft) I l cRnfft, ^ ^idi^id 14 ft 3?to? ft 

'jTT^TT ?rft \JTf S>iqft W 7 ! ft 3lfclft<W \3WT°rt eft czr^ejT c|rft 
l^gTOT W2T ft^n 3fR W ?)^CTT ^ % 

ftftftto ftg M ft^T" ftj ^FffiT W^W I 

(iv) eft^tod^ aror 

^Gef? 8ftg) eRfHei eft 3il^cf>cl-H &1Hdl Pl^lRd ^Rft ftft ft 
ft^tlnd fft^ wft^Tef cfvft^ft ye'W T 1 STRefT W ft fft-cJN fftRTI t 

m ’TPT ft 2 1000 *\F1 ft 2 

5cft^ 750 ^ ftft 2146 wW ftft nft, G I Hifft) 3RTcRf 
fft^d ^Rft wi cpftqft eror ftg ’uftftftfcprsft ft eft^ 
^I’ld'S Iftfed *1^) fft) 4 !! T RIT ft I 

ft feRT # w ft) ftmft ^nft ^rft fthrrft ft? 

<m^I cT^ eft ffttfflH aror 2 x 1000 10 

^ tft M t 3fR 2 X 750 4 1R 

Jjrefold eft T\i t I 3n^3TT^ft, ftft ft) 3j^xiK ^IrlRctd ftft 
ft ^RT R> ^Tft ft) fftft^I |[RT ft «TWT ^T1 ^fftrft I 
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(V) 

(cf>) 800000 ^Stm A TO M A 240000 At wA ^ 

?P§t 3Trfc % PlA J i A fcT? vJMd^T mRRTT W t Aft 
5,60,000 mf At AmA AMmaT’Tmt i 

toPi efara AM ^rftcr faM w % ARp ^ 
^ Mt A M t l At*fen c#M, M TRP ^ 3 12 % 
xkM I cRf mflcT AA mf ^ 3 ^ AM CPI A? wm mi wm t 
mmft srfawj M aror A hRcpcH hmAs m ^ At 
A MA mA otcti fAfera At t i A^eii M A fa lA 
qr^ cA 14000000 ZH At mfapmi STOT fAM At t At PtH^I 

560000 *rf At? x 70% x 12 V 3 = 14112000 <RT Mt 14000000 
^ yRici4 ^ilfAci fAm mn t* 1 

(^3) spfcl AM A, mAM MAMAt 3 OTcIT MfotpoW % feT? 

3 KfcT f^rf^r arq^rpn f^1%^ t^n % i ^ mp 
fa AM % ttrA A RwusmgwR. mmAi, Ar gM 
M Ml A MP tfap mi ^fcnq Mt ^RI tZTPT A mA 
tjit A ijmM wA fAA fAm A I ^fA 

ftM Ifu^t ^ MAt fAA TOPt A fMl Mt I 3ffi: A^ott M 
At Tpim fAn mn fA ^ AmA mrA ^Tf to^^ cP 
Awt A MM fM uM At mMim Wf A ^T: fAAfM cfA 
3trc M otti A4A AMh m yr Mot m3 t M> sh^r 
A MeiT M^MfRfi AtffcrfciAM 
A^ct 3 €t/^.A ^OT^cP A ^ET M At IW$^ At mT wA 
t I Asht ^ ^ A^f A f^m A 3mm m 

^rq] fA mA^ 3iRiRcki A fAn ftRi stot «k?i t ii Ah^ 
TfA Am otR 3^/mf 2 At m? fAfA sinai Ahr A mPR m 
fa! fAn mA ymR A AmA A M t I 

(vj) At ftHHcTf 

A^eH AA IERT cf^^ld At 3^<Pd*i OTm 14000000 m=T 
AAA ^At M % At atorm Mr wsrmn (15074500 

^ )' ^fR 3lferm M mA fimr (14112000 mq fAA 14000000 
mp ^uiifA cT fAm mn ) mT Mrr ^ t » A^rt A£ ^ 
^RT 3^cT fAt[ m? fPOT A At WtcM ^ AmiPP (iii) A (v) 3 
TjsjT AA t, ■q? faApmi 3RicH tfap 3MOT PmtM cpmt A 
ijilfamA AATcT 14112000 ^ OTcTT RiPiRI^ “M A RfT 5 ! 
mjT W^W t fA rn^cf: RhTteTT mTT ^Icli^lci, ^fAt ^ t2TH 
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ft *t£ 3lfSl4>cP1 a^Tcn ^ 3lte Xjflft ^R 3l^*ftfel 

3nqx u l 5^OT ft> 3rffa ^71 t ^ ft -377 ?PRT SR 1 !) ft? 

i*fti^?|5iraft*nTOfcft> 
«nft ft>k; ^ii^qi?) arR^ftro 'TOTPfafi ?jsn ^4>ci ftt^terf % ^nsr 

Fwisrfer ^iftqiei ftfaft€t ^rr 3 ^7 ansra ^t to ti^faci Bre 

\rfeTufTIT | 

(vii) gfTO 

ft^n i\i ft flrro 7 anr^r? 2009 ft> arcft jiwfira* T^rra 3 
?n. 882.23 cfft ft^ftPlcT eJPTcT y I TO fad 3ft eft fbRfft ?n.679.93 

3Rte fttoR 5m^tR (arofa ^toto ctfm ft? m ft 

338.81 ^cf fafifcr 7i»i % lit *>.341.12 3Rt^ ) afR 


xjre fftqfa % feP? ^ 202.30 cm TO&I ft 1 cfrq^Tc^ <ft€ ft 

W”I rIFTcl ^>1 is. 899.97 % WI »! 9ft?it$ra ftRfcpI 

^ft?T^1^TTO$ :- 


Riftd ^Trt\ 

314.66 

(w ?§er ^rf, TOro tot, 

STcIT'jjtf, Pm$\, w f^rft, 

3#TOIH SRWI, 9^R#!I ^ira tWI 10% 
HTO 3>! TPflto t) 


TOSRTO p!TO 

402.33 

( ^TTTO, 3WITO, 4>^«R, felrl % 73TOTO, 


TOf ?RT1 fidcfl, ?RIR cRTI 10% cTOT 

TOft^T t) 


*iic Pwf®i dfPIxi 

182.98 

( wwa^nfel) 

fa 

899.97 


*ft€ ft 3 Ji<3**to arm m 9K4^>cW 3ft wiftici ^ 

f^r t ! ftte ft ^qjftxr ft>m ft? to ymft ft? ^ 
foPwfdiaft ft 3tf t 1 ftft 1*RT tttt 

ft? 3W 3? fft? ^v^ha TflWcTft ft Jrqfctci $mk 3$ 

■■rttafera ^rftt t, fttft IftR auftten ft? anSfr 53 mitochI 

*R $rt5R! ^9T TO t: 


m ftt* ft 5 ir»<rt ft 10 % 3 ft HTO ffe ft? 3 ?T S 3 H tot. 

ft 1 

fttftft? mm m arcft 9i *t>offtl 5ft ^wOftw gg?ift 53 ^gm 

fcTOT % aft? TO t ftRrt 3ft 

3ft?R1 tR 3ft fftf&fft E5R ft 773ft ^ #7lfe dPffl 3fft<tffcfo 3??3T 
artfexT % I ftt€ SKI 73^1 7R3>lft apjftTI 200S ft vfrit f<TO TO 


4273GI/10—5 
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§n toRt? -totr 'gm urrft areram tM 2008 m 

t I ^fcp rfmTOT £R[ SjjHlfed M ^ll^tel tM 

3TTTO! few 26 2008 tM HPkMM #5 2.8 

% 3 T^TR grflfHcft A TPTTcZj oTFTd <jfe 

10% WIFI cpf tZTH 3 feTR f«RT 1*RT cf?t .899.97 


cRE? (M? WH fRb^llchcHIM 651.81 cTSTT TO Mm 

cFfeT^ - ^ 166.35) ^4Ria eiFfd <f>t 'RFn’TOTl? t 




^ JId JJIchTeH 3 TC Slfa A 5 Rbeil4)cW ^ eTT^m RlfcM % *ft 
911 TO3?mTl ftMte Mlftfe «RFl % Rt ^>. 660.50 eTO 
wM t I to I ste ePM tM 

diddle} M Ml % M ^ cm ^WTTef M ^ ^ I 
TOeTT ^ eft TO TO t %TR TOTO TON, TO TOT 

ton wi ton ftf^r ton! Mtt 

fMm f^rfxT M^ftcTTO/ ^ M dTcl dM % HftdTO % W 
^ M #f | 3RT: ^cft 3 M M M 3fft ^ el 


M TOl %Rl % feTR TJ2m> <N ftfel 3TTcRTO> mft t I 
TOlft cTHR RmIcFI cT 5T % eTTO eft WU eft t flsnft I TO 
3RRR £M wfcMM 3 ^cft 3TTOHT TOft M\ft*id cTNRT eft 

TOjft mme nM cj?r rr^ % i^?f>2?^kjh3 

Ml ^ ftM 3I<HTO) TOft Ml W>M TO <£m iftya cTFTcf TO 
eTWT 2% t 3?N TO M Mft TTO 3 M M OT 
Ml TOTOt ^ tMcT Tjf^^TTTj M t TO TO^TfcRT 
ftcjiRfd eft RTft t I yddifid TO ft T Jp?P r RT TOTOcR % TO TO 


ft Ml TOT t I 


(viii) TOTO TOTT 

(cfT) TOSRtM^ MTO TOTcFT oTTO <ftc|>fad t :- 

(i) cFTOTI TOTO dRdel %5 TOT! Hldd'S) ^l TOdTcf 

3&fc{ 1.4 Tjjftz Riel TO 3tRTOf wfT ctf^.'Z/- 
WFfeFTt I 

(ii) RlfteT Mm ^ TOTd #7 3FJTO 1^ J ld eTPTrf cm 

1% I 

(iii) TOTO 17 ^ cf?f TRTO cI^JT 3T^7OT ^Td elMld cm 7% 

(iv) M TT c4|if tjv^jcf elMld cm 1%. 


« 


I. Pll.ll>lllll 
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(v) TOromft TO 30 TO % m 4 gq fTOTOr wotto 

^^k-i ^tTOrt fTOn to I i 

(vi) *tf TOct fa cPf^iei xficfu-il TO to tor, vdMch^uff ^ 
?faTO ^FJKi 10.34% TO WlfTO fto to t i 

(Vii) TOFcIT TO cR y-qfad TOTO3TR % 3fgW TO cfTf 
STgfTfa RJccR ?o. 10.50 sfa TO to TOTO I 

(viii) Wei to* TOTOTO ijcq % 5% *R 3RR cZR I 

(ix) fa£t #? q-pr Wft % wTO 3 3Tg?OT PH<t>^ u ) cZR ?*> 
.265 TO^TOTO 

^ to TOR £RT fof^ to w faTO TO wTOTO t fa 
TO^aRTfttoi ‘^fTOliJI^ gRlfto WTO I 

fa) 3BW TO TO wTO ^ ^T?T tollcH WTtf 

to>fTO R>TO WI TO 1 Vp\ W?t 3 3Tg?SRT PiTO u l % 
?F^I: 265 HR3 cT^TT W 2120 cTR3 TOTO wfTO fTOl $ I 

-qrT cr^xrr^ ar^er^T f^Tfr^ f^f^T $ mm m 
91WfoRT 3T^ROT PicrTO WTO W 265 TO cr TO? W tot t 
I WSW TO ^ 3TgTO fTOl TOT t fa RF TO W TO fa 
^fqtjiui^ mi hR<ihRi ^ 3rg?aw croto TO ^ih TOw 
^ TO ?TO t I TO^t ^fxRT fto t fa ftwRl to hTO 

Mto 3Tgto WFR £T?T TO fafa fcRT TO 

sn fa ^glTO eft sto ^ TOh TOt fw to % ?rto 
A 3Tg?OT ftciTOl to ?jfaj!iTO gRi fcTO uTPR f | TO WTTOT | 

fa TOr khr farter to fTOTOTOfTOtonw? w 
cTO TO TO xjvjfWcI Ft H Ft, CRH 3 R3T WTO TOfa 
^h to oh f ftrror wwf! ^ t I 
^RR^fd^l ^ rto TO ^TOTO (xiii) (TO 4 #t?r ^ku i r^i 
3RRH W TOT 5RTR % TOlFT WJ^SRT fTO^T TO TOfe 
cTTO TO yqidd elFTcT % TO TO TO 4 TOT TO t ^ ft) Rt^ £RT 

^SRTOlfTO TOTR F?Wf TON TOt % ftR RHITO t I 

l 7 ?) 4>^efT 5 ^ % fTOHH TOTO3TR (180 fTOt ^ 3tto> TOR TO 
^rf^NTtW % "TOT 4 ^.105 TO 1 ?t^N) ftfTO TOTNR : TOtR 
TfTOt To? To TO ^ 3Tm ^R TOfw ^ ^RT 902600 

TO to ^ ?rTOt sFpifa rjto w io .50 5 l^r TO to 

toi? yiihPeid ITOtt to t i tofttroTO i\ ^ wtffa % 

’jft ?lTOt 3T^5lRc1 ^TO RtR HK-iI TOt % TO % 3FJ?IR 
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i 7 ? ttft 3i7i7777> tfe <j*Fi7 3ft % fer 
Ten 3ig#7 7# 77 sqi7 w ^ I #€ m #717 97717 £*jt % 
#t> 5 tnTi % tttt 7j»n #t> cRS'ict v5fr fescrr #t tit# % 
TftT# ^5# 77 M fecit #57 77 #7T, >57T 77 cfFJ, 71# 
3TO57 £#7* fem 7>T# # TfeRffi t I 75^cfl #€ £75 #t 7#TT7 
£# # 717 3F7T7 V 31#7 £*Tlfe fcP? Tj2J7> 7# fefel #t 7^ 

$ I STJTJ# V % TFlfe (i).TJ# Wcf % f#7 To. 7.50 Tier 10 # 
#57 #cmr? ftftfee 7>75i $ I T^cn ^ % f#7 ferity 
3ipfeT S{c7> 31771# TTSclT ## £75 £T7I yi«##7 ST^sTfa 
TJoT* Mtofad feTT 77ltfe#3?TT#n#%7r7# ftfer 
# 71# # d^JTTT 3TT#fel feTT 3TI511 i 

(|X). 3T#7 - I 4 TTcF7 feR^I 4 #5511 ## £75 £T7T 727 777J7 72JT 

^e t 7° T # E7T7 # 7# 79 #7? eRtad # 7t#RT 3TO77 #feF 77 

TffecH fen Wt I^T fem # W 75171 $ fe To. 65181 cTTTI # 
t£# 77 377T7 77 16% 77 70.10429 5TF3 # 77 ftTffecT #t 

eTTW Tv# 3ft7 To. 12945 5775 7>t 97T5FT 5TFT7 ## % 7$JT£ #717 
7f757 HTTePf % feq Tlflfe 7MT7 717 To. 23374 5TR3 I t TTjft, 
7T7#t/317T7#t # fe#77 #t «B7 # 77# |9 51751 % ##>517 tg 
#FlcfT 5^751 TTTePI 7T77> 57^1# 7T# 5T7T5FT 7T77T 77 *717 7771 
TflTT t, 77T# #€ # 7ft#7 7T# % f#9 fe# 7T7R7 7ffefM7 7£f #1 
3T#f>7 feTT I #7 T^JTTTT 90.5, :5 % 313*77 3 #717 9F757 75T77 
797 ftfej 77T# # Tlfefj 717177 7T7# TFT 77 TFTlfeffi feTT % I To. 
21036.60 51F3 (v377FRT To..23374 cTF 7 77 90% ) #t 77777 TIT# TFT #1 
tjfft # fcT7 fep# #7R #5 To. 155.27 TfefjfcFT fen 771 t #7 
5F77Flft7T7#7^ 93.16. MR^5#f7f t I 

(X). ^ TFlfe n# TTot 71# PT7 % #7T7l # fcP? f#^5 tfep 37777 #cl 

57 # 57 4 TTlcT 77 y Tdlfel #t t l#575T5#75tfe 7T5 

^ fiTT felff^T T^tFl 7FTn#7 'fe#7 WT7 # ^ #717 #t 777 
T#Tfcl5 7>7rf |t 3?l7 #71# # fcT7 TT7R \35lKM 7FF7 feftfel 7T75 

t 1 TTTet ^ # TT# #717 # f#7 7# ^5757 ^TTef) 

3177171 771 t, 3151771 7? 7JW5T SFFTT^T 7T7#t/317T77>l % TTTlfeT 
f#jfe7 cU mrn TF^f77 757 77 f 1 ## fe#7 7^# % fc!7 ^5777 7^ 
7# 7t# 317: W777 771# ^ feTTT #1 377777771 7# t I 7^<1K 
£cfRT # ft7?5 TpP #7> 5^751 A 71T1# 71# 71# 7#t 3T#7 T7mF7, 
7T7T, 5^771, ^#77> #7# 7^71 TH #7 7#T# # TTTfel TTTTF7 7^777 
77 Tit 3T5#fel fen 771 ^ I 

(Xi). dgj<#7 7T5 TT7# TFT#t # 3T3?TT7 3{1717 #7T7 # f#7 5 #7 77T 
#7# #TT7 # f#7 15 fe# 7?t 313it7 fe^77 3T7f£f # 7T7 TT77F7 #7 * 
#TT# # T5T7^ 1#7 #5T7*1 THT7 7^#t 7F7 I I #5T7*7 5TR # # 


1 ' m 
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^.1168.70 ma ( Ri.23374 cTO qq 5%) qft RPTO RTftft ^RPT qft TO 
#nft ft ^ telT TOI £ ftt ftWlR 3TTTO ^fT^TR ftf 5 fte cRTT fftftcT 
ftroft) 15 fftftf qft 3Tjte Pr^<w srqfft ft) to qft R?ft t, ftft ft qTRn 
ft3T^ft^3Tqftftq$JR[ TO<H$ ftqftRfftqTct ftfaTRft>te 
STO 30 fftftl ft> tc^ R>. 9.75 STfcT TO qfft teRf SITOT 'cKlft) Tjq> ^TPT qft 
TO qR ftSTR^R 5WT RF%cT RRqft Rftq cr0cr qft TO qRTO teTT t I 
RT? wn TOT 1ft> ftft 'gTRT ijRflllftfl telq ^ XivJitq T TFT ft qqqft 
^ ^rrm t, 3ffi: 07^<7fi y\£ qft fft- RTTO fqRcft y l q»<qift qq RJSTTq 
tel TOT I FTclift5 iti ft ftft telTO qqft qTOTft if STTORfaT TOlfft 
cl^iR \dflft fq*ii<r> 14 RJcTTt 2010 ft> TO INI TO ftftftte q^TORR 9R<pT 
ten t, ftt w$ qR srmTte I fo 60% teiR fft£^ ster ft> 3 r?r 
te ^nftft #? ftq 40 % tefro ft> to Rftft fteft ft 3TteT?i 
TO 3<qRl ft> qiq TOT tel! ^ 3TOR ftqci -1 TO fftqi vjTKRT | 

nfortfea nR^cn % if RfflJoTft ftg MRrtrfftd 14112000 TO 

ftfoTR ft ft ft>TO 5644800 TO ( 14712000 TO TO 40% } tefq 3THTft % 
RteT ft) Site R^TT, qfe TO 5644800 TO telR ft RJ. 20.70 qfft TO TO 
3fTRTcr RTTOq qi^T tel % eft R>. 1168.00 RPftftRTTOq TO qft ^ Ft TO^I 
t I TO ten RIF? fft> ftq fttTO ftlRTTO 10 fftftf ft^ feTR qTRTO^ $ftl ft 

RTOT t ?ft 3f^ % ^ 55^ 10 tet cp fcR qTR^Fl if R|^ 

<ricf ^tr! qR Ri. 2.07 qlci ^ qfci teR torr tor fq 

RMRn Rtet WFI eft tjfcf eft RIT TO^ft f I cpB ftw ^Rf teft eft yjeffi 
^ ft 3Tte Rm TO R? t I 3lte RFR RB^ % 
telTO ^7 RR if vdxrjdy ^Rf qR teft "9JTO TOTR ftte 3TTTOTO 
11 3?R: q? qiteRn pl^jqd 3?qft % q-^Jlrf MiRq^i ^f «T^ qift 
ft^TRI % RTO 4 11 ft 20 tet, 21 ft 30 teft % ftq TO 31 tef ft> qR 
ft5TR*T tg 35TO: R). 2.07/-, R>. 4.14/- 3ffR Rn..6.21/- qft ^ ^ 
31^ fed RRd l t I 

(xli). tepq TOft % qt RMRq TO ft R).1168.70 Rira (Rn. 23374 R1R5 cfq 
5%) qfteeRT qft qft t 1 ftro toto to tor^t TOft ^ aftft Rft 
TO RTRTffe qft t TOft Tjlft ft tc^ q? qifftqfRUT fttef TOft % 
Riqft Rn. 8.28 qlft RR ^1 tk^ 3TORT ^TOHten % I 

(xiii). M RTf^ ft. Rftn^ ft T jtelcT tejftq Rftft 5TTOfcTcf RTTO R^.l 87.82 
enft^ 3ffR qfq RfRft qR Rn. 30.33 TO t I ^Rf qRftui-ti 
ft g)et Ri. 218.15 eftft'S qq teiftn ftft gTRT feTO RTPTT t 
I v^iifcft H6c! TOqi Rfl ^1 t, RTTOR ft fftftq ftftftte 
ten fft 3ftR q|q RfRft ft> Rteftqft 3FJROT fftq>t[u| 
^teliK^ g"Rl ten RTTRTT ^ I Hli 0 ft> 3FJRTTR RTO m^T 4 Rq?(elcl 

^Rft rto ft> fftqftn eft ctot to ftftftm tete eft rttto % 

1% qR qteTTO clHId qq RTO RR5T RTHI t I cpq^pTR 3TqROT 
fftqte qft TOqftq cTOT Ri.2.18 qvfe (Ri..218.15 qft^ qq 1%) 
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} cfr^TcTT fttf ft ^).23.85 3Rt^ 3? STJftiRT 
cTTO M i ffed 3ft 9ft | ft^PFT ftf ft 15 2010 

ft* ^nft 33 £rirw fft3! 9 jt fft gfft 3? d^Hci Tigs ft 

33P3 ^THI I , 3m: 311^1^, 3^3 ftl3TR^, 


<a'5cpqmd! ftftl ft ft yi<wfcid fft^T 
fftsrgwift^i 9HR3'Emftte ftft3ft Pwfta fft?i piph ft I 
i\t £kt 3^m Pk ^rq 33vft3ft sftPmr ftt ftaft gv *im ^ 
33R fft*m cRft ftg ^ft 7 ! qRdld'd WQ ft) Slftft 3^OT Pld)4' u 1 
ft ^. 23.88 3^2233 ft ft I 


(^3) Rpfeffeiftr 3ft 3T arten ft fft w 3ft oipm ft) 1% 3? 
133 ft3T ftftft Tfft^neR Rpm w^ppfcm eft 33^ i ft^nnfrf 
ft srqft nR^Pm 5Tcim ft srj^aRT cf^n fftfftR ft) 3t 1% ft) 
fftftftd 3H3) ft> 3TRTm WZ ft3T ftftft dlftcb TRR3 3F! y iqcpfcfd 
cfRft To ft) fftrftq ft ftftPm ftyfftm 

1% eft ^ 323 gc3^T3 %5 3.34% 3ft cR E233 ft ft1 
Wfft HMk^4)T3ff ft ?33 3ft c!PT3 eft 1% 3? hR^IcH rto 

fttPm 3 ft ft, 323 ft ftftftftrT ft) fftq Tftm ftm 333^3 sftto ft 

3tR ^ 3T22T 3ft ft ^ddT3T 3ft 33 W3T ft) ft 

33T3 qR^ftRl ft) ?Jc3 ft 1T3 ?Pn I ftfftl Tepft 3? fthdl, c% 
3T3T3) 39TT 3§tft3 ftPTR 313 eftdd ftftft 3RJ33 3T3 3T3I 
Pl33 3Rft 333 yiPl4RU| eft ^3 ftqft 33 33! 333 3?R 3m ft3T 
ft enffe ?RR3 ftftft ft 7 ! ftftfftT 3Rft ftg ftftTT 323 T^mRf 3ft 
RPT3 3ft ft W3 ft T^T 33T l 


we 3 ft M ferfft ft ft 33R T^ft ^3 3mft ft ft 3m w 

ft3T ft 33R3 ft 7 ! ft ft#P3 fg ftft3TcB 3333 y133)(eld 3Rft 
WI ftftftm RPT3 ft 1% 3? ftm cTFTd ft? 3.34% 3ft 3? ft 
ge33JR! ft 3e3 33 ft 23FT ft Rif ^TI? I 

(3) 3!3 3ft gftVld RFTd PU6635 cfR3 yi33)1ftd t I ftyjftm RPm 
ft (i) ttrp dan 3rg?m cfFm.Oi) ftm 393 (iii) 3ft 

p?1: 1%, 1% e!93 3.34% 3?R 3lfft3! 3Tg?SRI 
2385 c!R3, 3ft S4H ft ?^ft W 3ft MR^leH efFTeT ?)..3273 
cn^ftftpfemgf t l?n.16635 3ft RPrn 3? 16% 3? 
?o. 2662 RP3 ft 3TR3ftftf v33eW 3Rfft 393 ?n. 3273 P!R3 3ft 
mR^icP! rptct -ftft g? ?rm ^imm ftftft ?rr3 3pi 5935 prra 

Mp3)fftd 3ft nf 1 


(xiv) fftri3) 31 3Tft, 2005 ft WT3 ft fttRJPm tfftp 3Pkfft333ft ft ^T5 4.3 
323 6.1.2 ft 3T3TFR (9Tftc! ftPlft 393 ftaft 3R ft 3!e33T ^ 


1( ' "W 


|MPI'I|»I«+ 


[m hi— 4 ] 


7 R 7 31 TF 773 : 3 THT^RT r T 
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tete to, eft? 3 ttto tero irofte I) te 3te vjfcRH #5 
foTTCcft tfte foftd ftel ^HT t ^ HT 7 RS %TR/^RH 71 telte 
9TOt % 60% it 3fft]3> 7 ?f | cue’ll Ttlf £73 A 7T77 *t Rb^Tl dte te 
^t tito tet fter i tero fttet ctstt dte tei ft i re rtef ^ 
TOcFTT 3TcT: tellt cfSTF TOi^ldl it itted TOlt ,tei % 
deTh 7^ 7RI77 3nq?qcf) ^ I 

(XV). (7?) xiHidd: terrtet TRltet % 7TTO7 itte Wit 7*t 

31lte 7§t % W y^lpHd J7: te]7 fcjpj^^l 77 

eFT^Wr f7 tel 77 % ite % ijc3 qRcjcid £RT ^.TRf. ^fcR 
TO % ije^ erf 3 715T vjiicll t i fteg ?7T FT^TcfRR cpt '^cfchid A 
3T€JcT'h tJIC ‘HT5T Tit cfrl 3lPdH 757 te ITTO ftej 7? ^373 g3Tl 

ft>7?3rfter 37 3RRR £fte 7?rte A tern tef tei ftrtet 

ted] 30 te 7?t tet 173 7? Wq feRTT TO fer^ft TJ£T 77 
STOftd gsFTfapft 7R7T U^t d^T teT Tdtfo 
3rt^, 30to fttetftero srr cf>ttfteteitted^teirteit 
3?R ftet 3RTOd 3T77 % Wot 4 wtell 3RJ7I F3TTO, tet 3 
it fteft TO ?d 713 37 Ml % feR tetet 3TO 

t , 7? 7R 7F3 7R7T Ft 7 !] I 3RT: <£71 % TJ5J7 ate dftdd it 

ittem 3m?m 313 tot wi tee! 73 % ?jc3 *t titt to t 


(^) Ati ^ fted> is ^enf, 2010 % site 73 3 i^fte ten I 

dted 7R dcldldi % WI ^ftecl 77 TOTTFf fteRT TOT77 
55000 Z 7 ] tel I teeTT te ^ TOTOH fte fcp effidd 77 
3!lte^ vfTOTt 77 10% ?f€m TOt % 3Rte tel l^7>2te 
tero cfj 3RIcR w 7TFI 77 TftecH ^T^T^-II 77 TTefm I, 
tete 3T^7P7 75. 5935 cTO Tfte} T^t 7F777 TFT 7?f ^ Tte 7? 
1^ fttetet TOTTB 7?f 75.0.49 te ^t3TR^t 7l te ^ 7>t 77 
3?R 7RRR ftete cite 77 75.0.29 te ^ft37te te 7^ tet I 


11.1. te7fte]3!l %te 2.8 % 3T^7TR tfte 3TT77R 
^TTO TTTJ 7F ted 1 v5mte,2010 TO ^7FT7 te te 1 TOTft cf5 te te 7T^ ate 
^c7 TJTTTO (TO^it3TTt) ^f 3R37 7>t 60% T^t Tte TO fl Tte I ^fte 3TTc|7 u !l 77 te 
177: TOtepf te te ftel TflTO #? ^777 te % 1 Site it Sfftel 77 ^ 31 te ^ 


11.2. 77t 7T7 T^t ^ ^7^ TO TxH TOH 3Ttte77 te7ftel3Tt te 

2.9.1 .327 2.9.2. A tei ftftfte I, tetero 73 mh ten Tte it ^ ftet toto 
FIT Tlfteim % 7RST 1963 te 717] 48 7?tete 3737 )ftd v3-dd7 77 dan tel % 
ftemj ft%3 Ft, A> Ite 7rf^]7 tei 1 
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11.3. ynteft foiaft % 3.8.5 % 56 t 

% TO 3?ft *ftmRlfr ~ d T % RfTRI TRtft TO&TRR M RpfrH tl ^ TORI 

yifacfRUf cpt TF$Rt fcfrqr RTTO 3?R TO TOS 4 TOT RrRt # % IcR 

FPTT I 

11 .4. ^teft f^TT^T ^ J “pTofr 

yxiMchl ^ zMr | Rf t to ^ to «rreft TOTTM/Rrotff tor 4 toRi to Rttoti 

TO<R( % 3i^lK Pi^hi<H ^ I 

11.5. Rr^ft yxlM^l 7R 4!>wR^ RTOTO ^ HM<iR' J l TOT yiRlTOR £RI 7f?T TOPT^tt I 
iffe TO?I J jw|drn % yR 4 ftfTOTcT TOT t HTtoYR TO 3TRft ^ 

TO^r ^km afr? 3ro4 TOcn 3i4Rici 3r4nr 1 ^ % 

ffeg »Rcjlj efft TO?l t,. TORT Tt€ ^ ^TFTcl R^Ndl TOR 4r TOTOt % 
3l^-IK vjfVd <^RcfI^ TOH TO TiTOl1 I 

11.6. crf^TcT TO cllRlf^cb ytiiei^l % skid yc4<r> RhieI ^ ^HlRcI ^ 15 Rw) % 3TTO 
Rr^t ywro toott tt€ ^re % w ^ tot yTtoro ^\ to ^ y^p y^n 
f^TRT^f ^t ttt^I % ^rrr^ *e1^rer ttstt f^nd^ f%^TT^r fti%rf ^?r i 


11.7. 3RRH tfk^ RfRR TOT STJTO TO RfFTT TOT f Rf> TOcI T4^ Rr TO TORFRI 
4tj tot y^iRid tor ^ RftTto % Rftot rr % tor eRRitf eft sTRirom error 
14112000 CRT % I ^ yiRlTOR ^r: TO TTO TOcTT t fa 3fft RlTO RTO TO 3RFFT 
^RTO 3TORT faTOeft 3TcfRl 4? ^TTO R^ft 'ft WT ^SRT ft 3T#T t 3tR TO 
TO TO RF TORI TO 4l*dRl4> TOTORT TO 3FTOT 4 RfaRRcT 3TRTTOT TOTT ft 
3lRlcJ7 ft TOT t ft cT^TfR ftTOTT £TO3>T TOI T? fMcT TOT 3?k 
tRT7 cf7 JT; RFTRR ^ ^Rld yTTO ^ Ri^l RTTO I 


12. hRto % ctlY yy 3?R TOT fclx|K[c|M^ cf> 3TR7R T? RTRj|%cT7 YFI %• 3MR ^R 
tts yiRi^TO 4 )^<hi yt^ % ^rt fera troi % Rito rRf c^W tftyr 3nroy 
g§t 31^^51 -III % RR ^ TTcFT, cFl 3i^*i1fea 3RcTI t I 

TFft 34«TOT 

[t^TTO 111/4/143/10- 3TRT. ] 


3T ^ <4^1 -1 



|| x k ^ ' .^_LS-1 

4ism d^3 &1TT 

<wii sjuwjpHH 

&H "STTr TO 
fdT4U<iTH4 




(^;>. R^R:wATfR4T^^lH^ ^in4R 

60% 

(■^1). dfiRei t K TO $41 4«K1 

-mm. 

40% 

(Tf >. OhiA^? 3iwr R mm (R< u u ^ (^ 

■gfhl^TO 

40000 

(^).lRy^^^RROTT^3I^F(3rHKU|)^ (RT 

■gtrft^RTO 

35000 

{^.). Pwi^eRT RT^K % mm (^f yfd ^l^rT 

t^cR (iTO/ZTOT) RT- 

37500 

(•^) 3TWT '4d4H y^4 ^ ^rfcf mm 

WW3TTO ytdMIJ/'JividR (TT'yfdt^TO 

18750 

(^). TO 4^R? 3TTf>K ^ mm ^ y^«id 

(RRT)yr (zrgf?r1^0 

20000 

(^r).M ^ttto -m fsl 3?w ^ mm $g y^4 

( 3TRmn^T (CTTlfhf^T) 

15000 


n- 1 1 W 


»«M1 


[»TFT 111—^5 4] 


u*m : 


(ir)5ST^Tf3rfWr^st^ ofdiJH w y^H (w 
/3TTO)^ (^TSRrfrftT) 


3rf?T ^TcPTTT yfTT^/3ng|R^ TlfcTgnfHy^RT^T Cg^T irfcT ft^Q 
(?). tsrti ^ ‘5J7T 3Tf<Ri'cfH ZfiftH 3$t W ^ft^TcT 
flHcil (3^ idfcl fllf) 

[(60% x 18750) + (40% x 8750)] x 365 f^Tx 70% x 
4 JlelifU 


C3) 355cir W ^7 fafrT qfofcRT 3tfe^cn=T 

SFclKH^HfafoRT) 

70 %x 560000 m2 (^NRimr^tg^^)x 12 m 

x3H? Vfd^to^TRli+iJIvijHil) 


(T) 3Tfa$?m fa% w STOcTT <WT Mr w snraT 

( 773^4^)% f-iHciH ^ if #£5c=tT ^ 7^7 SKT 
iq^Koitq 2fjfccr^f3Tfc3*TO $m?n. 


(zy.zmzz 




(^). WiTcTrM3T5T^or-f^T 


(*T). T TWfT?WT375TSTUr- 


(*D. 


(^.). TJ^Rl —— 

(^). srpffa '9jc«fi 

(3). <y)Jld dHld% 5%^T3RT srt 


[(^)+(75)+(TT)+(^)+(^.)+(^r) + (^) + (^f)] 

^yRTT 1^?PT -^T5R^-3Tray^RFfTT (^. cTOf^f) 





~rm 3tg*gpil( ~{^tTTcT ^PI?T?Tl%) 
#ff( Tj^ici 1% ) ~ 

TF*m ( e!PmW3.34% ) 


4273 GI/10-6 








































mR<*>?H ' 





i. 

90% qym 4 N<-WHi + io%^^^*^^ft* |,w<|,Mr 

593500000 


(v.) 

1130608800 

ii. 

^g^Timt ^ ^3UT2t 

125623200 

iii. 


1256232000 

iv. 

^r^t3TKHt 

1205982720X 

V. 

1130608800x + 0.6 * I25623200x 

5935900000 

vi. 

1205982720x 

0.49 

vii: 

x(^^ , IIH) 'Jlct'SH ) 3TFT^ 

0.29 

viii 

(0.6 *0.50)3TTC* 



m 


l'**IIW'i 




4] 


iMM5t i 31tilNK q l 
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-hi 


l.i. trfwrar 

^ % WRR t, IWf RRclR wf 4 3FW ar^TcT ^ RfclRsid 
TtftRsjR RPjM :- 

i) “cRtR ^K-iqn ” % Rtf ^RRRR} SftRfcrI rH ^H dk R TRTcT4 

l^t W WT % ^THTT ^ fM %£ 31RR RJR dR cRWT Rl} 

fH^^dlakr^ TO WTRfaRKl SKI %fTZ^3T3lP<T 

f I 

ii) “^S-RhI 'SRRR’ ’ % ddh ciddH % fddR 3TR R^ ,RR*JR 

RfRtcrt I 

iii) “ 3 ffcT Rcch ” % ■gfcf 4 > <?k< feR 3 Tf^rsTcT t, RRcf 3 TRR RRR1737 
$l\ 


1.2 IPR^lf 

W d5RWT‘‘dZkr ” t 3T?M ‘‘R^TRt ” t^eRR ^McT 
^ *JlRd t^cd^uf dd<*> ^tWT t, sffc 4tRT RT JfRIT 3TKR7 ?7J 

ii) (R) Rft ?r^RRR 4 f%^RRR}d^ 7 RT 3 FRRRR 4 f% 

rfrfRR 3TRTT % 60% *T3TfdRR?r#rr | 

CO') Ridld £|4 c 1 Rldc-V^ ,d4t ddld 4tR? % ^Rf^RT 4fRT ]JRT, 

RRR4bR r RRlT3Mfr^60%%3TfljR^#4 7 

(R) ^RT% <HdRT?T!JRTl^> HIHet ^ ‘HRldld URTdftd TR-ReRR 
3RTW 3ltT ftfcddld % /dR 3TdRT /RRRT r 4 %/ dR 3R7RT 
%R^I^RR)'3^R?RRff R:ftRRfr^gRj§^^-^pT7jf | 

(W) flft# % 3 rRrt ^r 4Irt # fR# rrrR rtr *r r: 

dR^Ridld hctu ‘R ‘4 ■MHidR.cl R?ddT 13RIT rRtR 

RRT ^4<ld Rdiddl 3R d^'j^Sd fRR RPR) I 3RT 
*T RTdfcr 4rddl % / dR 4tRT RR RT^RRT ^R RRdR 


44 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


arffcT^RT I 

(iii) faeifad ^N*5t^JI^T 

(30 HT^RtIT M Mt ^ ^ 3pfa fatffaa TT <**w 

MirMr i#w, dWn<H y^i'^^rlqeiftaTricf^nr^? iiR<h 
§ pn i 

(TJ) «qR ^Kdl^l M? ^ ^ % 2% 3rftT^ 

Mi 

(7T) y(dQ<J Wit facM ■'FHT, ^RT -HHlRct 3M % 

1^Tt%^t Wrf\ I _ N . 

(^f) sk i Wiq trfccMMWTT^grf dlHdcl y^im> s»kI «HR 

■RFfcIt ’ir w^x^f Mtt w iter eft ^ ^ wt tor ^iht 13rtr w 
W Mt ^ TTR - ft ^ ^T ft Wft 3T OT 3<PjH ^T ft (cMl ^Hl 

Mfftrt i 

iv) 4 Ui ft smft 3 ^cih < 5 ^ 

ttt: ^ifl+d I+-HI 'Jim'ii i 

(V) Wft^T WI ^ftf^rMf 

MlT, ftt dM-iel y^ietcf, M <Jrd<.^l4l t I 

2. URI 'Ml^l PR 

w "qr 3rftciift spjcit Mroft ft TM=nft ^ercftr ft; afrr ftm ^nftf ^rtt ft; 
RTC^AflteW/SlfMKlf WT lift ft Tlf Mt ft 3T55TTT WT W W ftftl MlT: 


*m<jh 

3lfftft3IKd1 yPdftzrsPMBWqFT 



ddk ^iei<iM 


(3flftft) 

(3Tlftft) 

Mwr 

0.49 

0.29 


i) ftrawrft'JieMH qidwstfftftn^^ciTtBfttwTftw-'fntfttsiftft 


ii) 


iii) 



*t w ^it ft ^iiftiMi ww wi? wz ^i 
?3nr, w fttw£, srfftftftft fftrcftt 3# ftftft trit ftt ^mrfftsj 11 
3R ftrf ^cRR ZpfaeT ¥3!eP£ft 33^ 3PM fftsiftt ^ ft Mft ft WT 
3PM dW-HcH y^ld'h ftt BrPMft Iftftt 3P*T +K<Jr<M cl'lldK ftft 
3PM 3Slft 3tfft3i Wf ci^ 3*lft W 3T W T^cfT Ift 3lfftj 

ft let"< =b1^ *mi ^ll§l 3^ild HS) 5Pll I 


i-»* l|#«t 1 




[vfpr 4] 


^TRtT WH* : 3TOTVR^T 


45 


iv)(^) 'Jld t IM SKI dlAi <c|HI ^4l<l =f> % 4 

W*HSI I 

J|Ri$1|c|Rt tiHlft^i t ^T SRlcT Ml(l4 felfcT % 3PM , qwnl if^RT 
3liTTlf4HW4crH %3PM%4)KU| ildlll 
(X) Wf^TTO: /3#RRTf^c)d 

'Jld4M <,4MI ^qi<l3>T <H%a I 


(V)MRT^KT(ftFTcT )%W^MJfM¥(24^) ^WtTUfeffiW 

wro^i 

“ T feRTT&RT (RHc-i) MWWW^R^^cPM?f3R^[R^fl^r31MT 
#IRWIdH+l^^^^3TMT^r^^3Rtrctr^rf 3Rf^Rnr^rw 
% ^ ^ITT I far ’fr MWT #9Rt 3T T&RI ^rff t 3Tfc # 
4)-4ld4) WT 3JTcTT t I ITF? %T T&cT TFflfW ^ | M 3T#rq- 

MIT, Tift ^TRrR ^ 3PM 3TMT t^TPT ^1 3rfMjTT fT*lfft ^ 3TT&I ^TRTFT T3RT 

^ft^3iwf#wrt I “ 

3. ^talT3^TMWT 



3TRTRT 


^rlf^ITrTi^TtTTr: 



wr 

MI%4^T(3rRTM) 




?\M 

I 

73TCIH 

155.27 

93.16 

ii 


155,27 

93.16 

Iii 

3cft* 

155.27 

93.16 

Iv 

^<=h «t**ii Hid 

155.27 

93.16 

V 

<fcl4<HI 

155.27 

93.16 


tOT# 

35WfMfRd ySWHTPMlM^fcR^MiftftRTWTt, %%t:- 
i) <h(5c 1 'Jld^H TTThlR^t <KHl£ cM‘HSK'JI ?[3> 3TOI3RRT>T, 5 

fait y=K1 3Rfft TR> MoT-Ms ^T ’tSRW TT&JT 3TRHcr TfftfTT if 1 TT 

SM^T^SlRii) ft[fMMI^R^%^ft[TT^3?IT[f , 15 fcft ^ 3Rft MI 

TrfM^FST^T 

i ?n ftrfftn w tf *RMid wr cwt sfe antjRf, ^r stimmi # , 
Mfont i 















46 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


4. ’RRWW: 

f^^-^^33l<£>d y433T3f3%3ll33;3W<i < H'SK U I - 

W3 PlHclcl^ft : 

(30 Sil’Mld 33TP)4d %3 




3#t33%33tf33t^ 

33 

TtjK^ f33 % 

■tl3ltf33%133 

*(<6)31*1 fcT % 
31Ff 31 3T3l3 

33 

3Pft il3T3^1 
#UT 

2.07 

4.14 

6.21 


i) 3TT3T3 3^33 feR 313 ^33 ft33lt 33T f33f3 4NR 1 E5S 

t& M i 333 ^*'*'wtmrf-tmjrts&m 

TRTT ^TRT^c^ ^Tgt^Trf 37^m ^t%?T t^Tt ^ feF?: ^TSRW 

30333^3333 i 

iii) 3 flft ^Vd i w \ 35 argfa foqr *n 3 zffrrer ireirre? ^r orn^i 4 l 

3OT33T 3f*f33T 33T3I3: 313133^ 3fft 3?f f3«lf3 if 311133 

33T 31^16 feTC 33'HSK'JI I 

5Mmvm 


5bW 


^4 41 ^33 "5^333 


3Prrw3^3b3T 

8.28 


333 I33ff33 1^3 33 f3f33 W, 3T3l 13133 %T3Tt 3333T3 33 ^^313^ 
31033if 33Ff, 3)3133^ diet-1 , *JeTS jSFT 33f3^fRl3333T3t I 
6.33331^3 2%5 4«i«Jl 3HMI-M ld“iuft 
tfW 3l l 4<» l ^ i rw f3t^R^#TTT3^3g 1 3R3TT 2010 3^3^3133^ 

1 ^33t ^ W 3TFt^T^ ^33 3J3f (^^TT 3flf) if 3333 ^ 60% 3) #3 
33i t 3^3T I tf33 333331 ^ ^ 333: 33T3133 3f3 3f 3T^^33T 
3M l 4 l P3d j.R4>3J | cH u l ^311 1 3 3^ 1 3#T%3MRt3^3?T31 33?33dig^ I 


It * ' IW 


('•Mlf*! i 




[«nw in-xm54]r— 


47 


’TRW WIT : aTORTR®? 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 


NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 28th October, 2010 

No. TAMP/42/2009-KPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred under Sections 48,49 and 50 of the Major 
Port Trusts Act, 1963 (3a of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal of the 
Kandla Port Trust for fixing upfronttariff caps for the Dry Bulk Terminal off Tekra near Tuna at Port of Kandla to be 
developed under PPP mode in accordance with the guidelines for upfront tariff setting for PPP projects at Major 
Ports vide this Authority's Notification No. TAMP/52/2007-Misc., dated 26th February, 2008 as in the Order 
appended hereto. 


Tariff Authority for Major Ports 
Case No. TAMP/42/2009-KPT 

Kandla Port Trust .... Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on ftis 17th.day of August 2010) 

This case relates to a proposal received from Kandla Port Trust (KPT) for 
upfronUariff setting for the Dry Bulk Terminal off Tekra near Tuna at Port of Kandla to be 
developed under PPP mode in accordance with the guidelines for upfront tariff setting for PPP 
projects at Major Ports. 

2.1. The salient points mentioned in KPT’s proposal dated 7 October 2009 were as 
follows: 

(a) TYPES OF CARGOES TO BE HANDLED 

To handle all types of dry bulk cargoes like coal, fertiliser, fertiliser raw 
material, salt, iron ore and wheat. Since the factors like market trend, 
demand / supply pattern, etc are likely to change during the period of 
concession, KPT considered the share of various cargoes to be handled 
equally. .. . 

(b) HANDLING RATES 

Handling rates considered were as follows: 


Cargo 

Handling ?ate tonnes 1 day 

Coal 

35,000 

Fertiliser/ Fertiliser 
raw Material 

35,000 

Salt 

35,000 

Iron Ore 

40,000 

Wheat 

15,000 


(c) OPTIMAL CAPACITY 

Optimal terminal capacity was assessed at 8.3 Million Metric Tonnes (MMT) 
per annum. 

(d) CAPITAL COST 

The total capital cost was estimated at Rs.88223 lakhs consisting of 
Rs.67993 lakhs for cargo handling activity (i.e. Rs.34112 lakhs towards civil 
structures + Rs.33881 lakhs equipment cost) and Rs.20230 lakhs for 
construction of berth of 600 mtrs. length. 
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(e) OPERATING COST 

Operating cost for handling activity was estimated at Rs. 13383 lakhs. As 
ship loader / conveyors were envisaged, the norms for operating cost given 
for coal terminal were considered instead of the norms given for multipurpose 
cargo berth. 

(f) PROPOSED TARIFF CAP 

To meet with the estimated revenue requirement of Rs. 242.62 crores, the 
upfront tariff cap proposed was as under: 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars 

Proposed upfront tariff cap 
(in Rs.) 

(i). 

Cargo handling charges 

263.07 per tonne 

<K). 

Storage charges 

14.62 per tonne 

(iii). 

Miscellaneous charges 

14.62 per tonne 

(iv). 

Berth hire charges: 


(a). For foreign vessel 

0.32 per GRT per hour 


(b). For coastal vessel 

0.19 per GRT per hour 


2.2. Subsequently, KPT vide its letter dated 10 November 2009 forwarded a copy of the 
feasibility report along with a list of provisionally pre-qualified bidders to be consulted on the 
subject proposal. 

3.1. On preliminary scrutiny certain gaps, as detailed below, were found in the proposal.- 


The handling rates for different cargo items considered by the port while 
calculating the optimal capacity of terminal was not in line with the norms 
prescribed in the guidelines. The port had not explained the reasons for 
deviation in the unloading rate for other cargo items and the basis thereof. 

The list of cargo handling equipment did not match with the normative level of 
equipment prescribed in the guidelines. The reasons for deviation in the 
norms were not explained except for shiploader. 


Handling rate for the commodities assumed in the capacity calculation 
differed viz. iron ore (40,000 tonnes / day), wheat (15,000 tonnes / day) and 
coal (35,000 tonnes / day). KPT however had not proposed differential 
handling rates for different cargo items based on the individual productivity 
level. 


The proposal was not accompanied with a draft upfront tariff schedule. 


While estimating the capital cost, the port had considered cost escalation at 
5%, pre-operative expenses at 2%, financial charges at 1% and interest 
during construction at 10% on the capital cost, which was not in line with the 
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norms prescribed in the upfront tariff guidelines which stipulate norm for 
estimating miscellaneous cost at 5% of civil and equipment cost. 


3 -2. In view of the above gaps and the reasons for deviations from the norms prescribed 
in the guidelines having not explained by the port, it was found not possible to process the 
proposal dated 7 October 2009 of KPT. KPT was hence advised vide our letter dated 11 
November 2009 to file a comprehensive proposal duly filling the gaps observed and 
explaining the reasons for deviations made from the guidelines. KPT vide letter dated 7 
January 2010 furnished the information / clarifications on the points raised by us. The queries 
raised and the clarifications furnished by the KPT are furnished below: 


Sr. 

No. 

Queries raised by TAMP 

Reply furnished by KPT 

1 

The proposal of the Kandla Port Trust 
(KPT) to fix upfront tariff cap for 
developing a dry bulk terminal seems to 
have been drawn based on the project 
proposed for developing dry bulk 
terminal near Tuna in the Kandla Port. 
As already brought out to the notice of 
the KPT in the earlier upfront tariff fixing 
case, the tariff cap to be prescribed by 
this Authority would not only be 
applicable to the proposed project but 
would also be applicable to all the 
projects bid out subsequently for 
identical cargo handling facility at the 
Kandla Port during the next five years. 
The KPT may take a note of this 
position while furnishing its response to 
the points raised in this letter. 

TAMP vide Gazette No. 192 dtd 12 
November 08 notified the tariff for the 
work of development of 13th to 16th 
multipurpose cargo (other than liquid / 
container) berth on BOT basis at Kandla. 
These cargo berths are to be located in 
line with the existing 1 to 12 dry cargo 
berths inside Kandla Creek. Moreover this 
dry cargo berth complex at Kandla is 
already provided with all basic 
infrastructural facilities like road - rail 
connectivity, water supply, electrification 
etc. However, the proposed dry bulk 
terminal off Tekra near Tuna" is to be 
located outside the Kandla creek about 17 
kms on west of mouth to Kandla Creek off 
Tekra. Moreover, the proposed location of 
the terminal does not have any basic 
infrastructure facility as such this is the 
first time when KPT is going to develop 
such facility outside the Kandla Creek, in 
other words the proposed terminal is a 
green field project. 

2 

: 
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S 

The upfront tariff proposal filed by the 
KPT suggests many deviations made 
Tom the norms prescribed in guidelines 
Dut the reasons for the deviations are not 
ustified or explained as required by 
clause 3.2. of the tariff guidelines. 

rhe port envisages dry bulk cargo viz. 
:oal, iron ore, fertiliser, iron ore, wheat 
'to., are to be handled at the dry bulk 
erminal. The port has explained that 
inloading rate for coal is taken as per the 
lorms prescribed for the coal terminal, 
'he basis on which the handling rate for 
ther cargo items such as fertiliser, salt, 
tc., are considered same at the handling 
ate of coal is not explained in the 
roposal. 

ieparate handling rate for iron ore is 

Proposed terminal will handle ail type of 
dry bulk cargo. Hence the norms for 
handling multipurpose cargo as per the 
tariff guidelines will be applicable to the 
present proposal. There are varieties of 
cargo covers under dry bulk cargo, which 
may be handled by the concessionaire 
during the concession period of 30 years. 
Hence , at this juncture it is not possible ' 
to access the type of dry bulk cargo that 
will be handled during concession period 
as such the same depends upon various 
factors viz. market scenario, trade 
requirement of hinterland, demand & 
supply etc. Considering this, to work out 
the tariff, the dry bulk cargo as given as 
exemplary basis (i.e. Coal, Fertiliser, 
Fertiliser Raw Material & Food Grains) in 
Feasibility Report are considered. 
Moreover, as per the type of cargo to be 
handled (all type of dry bulk cargo) on the 
proposed terminal the norms for fixation 
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rescribed in the guidelines. The port 
ias not explained why the handling rate 
ur iron pre prescribed in the guidelines is 
ot considered in the calculation of 
apacity. 

'he handling rate for each cargo items 
jonsidered in the tariff proposal may be 
substantiated and justified with the 
ietailed analysis. 

of tariff for multipurpose Berth of Tariff 
guidelines will be applicable. However, in 
the revised proposal submitted, the 
capacity of the terminal so worked out is 
totally independent of the type of cargo 
and their share likely to be handled on the 
proposed terminal over the span of the 
concession period of 30 years. 

As the types of dry cargo are to be 
handled through ship loaders / unloader, 
the handling rates are taken as per the 
Table no. 1 of Annex III norms meant for 
Coal Terminal. 

3 

The guidelines for coal terminal require 
the optimal capacity of terminal to be 
determined based on lower of the two 
capacities i.e. optimal quay capacity 
and optimal yard capacity. The port 
has, however, not assessed the optimal 
yard capacity of the terminal 

The present proposal is based on the 
norms for multipurpose berth However, 
due to deviation from handling equipment 
only the handling rates of cargo is 
considered from norms for coal terminal. 

4 

The guidelines for coal terminal 
prescribe two ship unloaders. As 
against this, the capital cost furnished in 
Annex - VI show that three ship 
urrloaders and one ship loader i.e. total 

4 numbers are considered as against 
the prescribed norm of 2 numbers. The 
reasons for the deviations from the 
norms prescribed in the guidelines may 
be explained. 

If additional equipment are proposed to 
be deployed for justifiable reasons, then 
handling norms prescribed in the 
guidelines may also be correspondency 
adjusted considering the performance 
of additional ship loaders / unloaders. 

The compliance to points 2 and 3 above 
may please be perused. 

5 

The equipment considered in the capital 
cost is not found to be in line with the 
normative list of equipment prescribed 
in the guidelines. Deviation from the 
guidelines should be justified and 
explained item wise with reference to 
the norms prescribed 

The present proposal is based on the 
norms for multipurpose berth. However, 
as stated in the compliance to point 2 
above due to deviation from handling 
equipment only the handling rates of 
cargo is considered from norms for coal 
terminal Hence, in the present proposal , 
it is not required to consider the handling 
equipment other than ship loaders. 
However, a lump sum amount of Rs.83 
crores is incorporated in the Block 
Estimate towards various equipments 
required to be deployed for evacuation of 
cargo at stacking, yard. 

6 

The storage area of 8 lakh sq. metres 
proposed to be allotted and the civil cost 
sroposed to develop the storage area 
may be justified with reference to the 
requirement of area. It may be 

necessary to ensure that the area 

This storage area development cost 
covers the construction of (i) custom 
fencing wall together with provision of 
gates to meet with the requirements of 
custom and security, (ii) Internal network 
of road as well as railway for speedy and 
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allotted commensurate with the capacity 
Df the terminal. 

efficient evacuation of cargo tromfto 
stackyard, (iii) (a) reclamation of area 
with suitable sundry material so that the 
finished top of area should be well above 
the highest high water level and (iv) 
Provision of suitable sub base , base and 
crust to withstand the load of cargo as 
well as machinery to be deployed in 
stacking yard for evacuation of cargo. The 
cost of development of 80 hectors of 
backup area with all required basic 
infrastructure facilities so worked out by 
the Technical Advisor is justified. There is 
no any specific norm to workout the exact 
requirement of stacking the cargo in stack 
yard. The area admeasuring to 8,00,000 
sq mtr for stacking of 14 Million tones of 
cargo has been calculated on the basis of 
past experience. Moreover, this project 
being green field project, the evacuation 
will be slow due to poor network of rail 
road connectivity. 

7 

Annex - ill shows estimates of license 
fee for approach area and jetty head 
which is not explained in th§ proposal. 
The other port assets, if any, proposed 
to be allotted for operations of dry bulk 
terminal may be elucidated. 

As per the draft concession agreement, 
following port assets will be licensed out 
to the concessionaire during the 
concession period on "as is where is 
basis" 

Land Area comprising of 

(i) 80 hectares for development of back 
up area for stacking of cargo (800000 m 2 ) 

(ii) area 18 m wide 3700 m in length 
for construction of approach to the Jetty 
Head he from Land fall Point to the Jetty 
Head. (66600 m 2 ) 

(iii) area of 600 m x 60 m for construction 
of Jetty Head. (36000 m 2 ) 

Total = 9,02,600 m 2 

The license fee at the rate of Rs 10.50 per 

Sq Mtr per month is calculated for the 
above said area. 

However apart from this, following area 
will be licensed out to the concessionaire, 
but no license fee will be charged by the 
Port since it is common user facilities, 
which can be used at free of cost by 
concessioning authority or any of their 
authorized party 

(iv) Area for construction of road rail 
connectivity from Tuna to proposed back 
up area ( Stacking Yard) - 5000 m x 40 m 
= 200000 m 2 

8 T 

W 

h 

c 

he KPT has made a general statement 
lat the share of cargo items likely to be 
andled at the dry bulk terminal is 
onsidered equally. The basis for such 

Proposed Terminal will handle all type of 
dry bulk cargo. Hence the norms for 
handling multipurpose cargo as per 
Annexe V of Tariff Guidelines will be 
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ssumption may be explained. Also, 
arify whether the port proposes to 
elude a condition to this effect in the 
oncession Agreement. 

\lher\ the port itself admits that the share 
f cargo depends of various factors and 
likely to change during the next 30 
ears period of concession, it may be 
ppropriate apportioning the optimal 
apacity amongst different cargo items 
n a more realistic basis based on a 
etaiied analysis. 

applicable to the present proposal. 
Varieties of cargoes under dry bulk cargo 
may be handled by the concessionaire 
during the concession period of 30 years. 
Hence, at this juncture, it is not possible 
to access the type of dry bulk cargo and 
their share that will be handled during 
concession period as the same depends 
upon various factors viz. market scenario, 
trade requirement of hinterland, demand 
& supply etc. Further, there is no any 
berthing facilities exist within the Kandla 
Port where only dry bulk cargo is being 
handled, hence, it is also not possible and 
illogical to work out the share of different 
type of cargo even from the past 
experience of such terminal as was done 
in case of work of development of 13 to 

16 Multipurpose cargo berths at Kandla. 
Considering this, to work out the tariff, the 
dry bulk cargo as given as exemplary 
basis in Feasibility Report are considered. 
However, in the revised proposal, the 
capacity of the terminal so worked out is 
totally independent of the type of cargo 
and their share likely to be handled on the 
proposed terminal over the span of the 
concession period of 30 years. 

9 

While estimating the capital cost the 
port has considered escalation in cost 
at 5%, pre-operative expenses at 2% 
establishment charges at 2%, financial 
charges at 1% on the each item viz. civil 
cost, equipment cost and berth cost, 
interest during construction is estimated 
at 10% thereupon on . the total Capital 
cost under each head. This is not in line 
with norms prescribed in the upfront 
tariff guidelines which prescribe a norm 
for estimating Miscellaneous Cost at 5% 
of civil and equipment cost which 
covers interest during construction 
period and other miscellaneous items. 
No justification for deviation, if any, from 
the norms is also furnished. The 
estimate for capital cost may be 
modified in line with the norms 
prescribed in the guidelines. 

The estimate of capital cost has been 
modified in line with prescribed 
guidelines. 

10 

The estimation of capital cost is not 
substantiated with relevant documents. 
The relevant documents relied upon by 
the port for estimating capital cost may 
be furnished. Also, confirm that the 
estimates of capital cost are based on 
the current market rate. 

The Estimate of Capital cost is based on 
prevailing market rates and approved 
prevailing Schedule of Rates of Kandla 
Port. The relevant supporting documents 
towards rates of various items so worked 
out are enclosed for ready reference. 
(Although stated so, the supporting 
documents have not been received in 
TAMP.) 

11 

Explain the basis adopted foi 
considering a part of the berth apror 

• As per IS 4651 (Part V) (Clause no. 6.3.5 
i (d) (code practice for Planning and 
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and approach under the civil cost for Design of Ports & Harbours), the width of 
handling activity approach for bulk handling berths should 

be determined by the travelling cargo, 
transfer equipment, conveyor, access 
road and railways etc. In the subject work, 
the Jetty Head of 600m X 60 m, will be 
equipped with four ship loader / unloaders 
& belt conveyors on its both sides so that 
four vessels can be handled at a time for 
handling cargo to the tune of 14 Million 
Tones per annum. Considering the area 
required for installation of these 
equipment and area required for safe, 
speedy & efficient handling of cargo from / 
to four vessels at a time, the entire jetty 

___ head is considered as apron. _ 

12 Confirm that the unit rate adopted for The license fee (a) Rs. 10.50 / month / 

estimating the lease rental for land and Sq. m is considered in the present 
back up area proposed to be allotted to proposal. The same rate was also 
the operator is based on the rate considered in the tariff proposal for the 
approved by this Authority. Give the work of development of 13th to 16th 
appropriate reference of the lease rental multipurpose cargo berths which was 
considered by the KPT from the existing approved & notified by TAMP vide 
Scale of Rates. Gazette no. 192 on 12.11.08. The rate of 

license fee so considered in the present 
proposal is as per the para 2.5 (A) of 
prevailing Scales of Rates of KPT duly 
approved by the TAMP. 

13 The concessional rate for entitled While calculating the revenue requirement 

coastal cargo is prescribed at 60% of for berth hire charges, to arrive the tariff 
the rate for normal cargo in respect of for foreign going vessels 90% of 
berth hire and handling rate in the weightage is given for tariff of coastal 
proposed Scale of Rates. The financial vessel. The subject analogy is absolutely 
model considered for arriving at the based on the similar tariff proposal for the 
upfront handling rate, however, does work of development of 13 th to 16 th 
not factor the revenue implication multipurpose cargo berths at Kandla on 

BOT basis which was approved by the 
TAMP. Moreover, it is not possible to 
work out the exact weightage for foreign 
going vessels to arrive the tariff for berth 
hire charges from the past experience. 
For bifurcating the berth hire charges 
under foreign and coastal vessels, a ratio 

_ of 90:10 has however been adopted. 

14 The proposed upfront storage charge As suggested the storage charges are 
arrived at 5% of the composite handling worked out and submitted. 

rate which is not found, to be correct. 

The upfront tariff guidelines prescribe a 
norm of 5% of total estimated annual 
revenue requirement is to be recovered 
from the storage charge. For arriving at 
the upfront tariff for the storage, the 
apportioned revenue as per the norms 
is to be recovered taking into 
consideration (a) quantum of cargo 
likely to stay at the terminal beyond the 
proposed free period and (b) number of 
days the cargo will remain uncleared 

_ and attract the storage levy. The____ 
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storage charge increase may be 
propose slab wise as prescribed in the 
existing major ports as well upfront tariff 
cases. The storage charge proposed 
may be modified in the light of the 
above observation. 



15 

The proposal is not accompanied with 
proposed upfront tariff schedule 
alongwith relevant conditions which 
may please forwarded 

The following conditions may be 
incorporated in the Tariff proposal:- 

The tariff caps will be indexed to inflation 
but only to an extent of 60% of the 
variation in Wholesale Price Index (WPI) 
occurring between 1 January 2010 and 1 
January of the relevant year. Such 
automatic adjustment of tariff caps will be 
made every year and the adjusted tariff 
caps will come into force from 1 April of 
the relevant year to 31 March of the 
following year. 


16 

The physical features of the standard 
dry bulk terminal such as berth length, 
width of the wharf, back up area 
dredged level may be indicated. 

The proposed Terminal consists of an 
offshore berthing structure in shape of "T". 
The Jetty head admeasuring to 600 m x 
60 m to be located at (-) 9.4 m contour 
and will be capable at catering to four 
vessels at a time - viz. two vessels each 
of 1,00,000 DWT on front & two vessel 
each of 75,000 DWT at rear of Jetty head. 
The dredged depth along the front & rear 
of jetty head will be (-) 16.2 m & (-) 15.1 m 
from chart datum. The jetty head will be 
connected to land fall point through 3.70 
km long approach viz. 2 km pile approach 
& 1.7 km rubble mould approach. Apart 
from this, other ancillary infrastructure viz 
80 ha. back up area for stack yard with 
handling equipments, rail road 

connectivity, water supply & fire fighting 
arrangement, handling equipments, 
electrification, and illumination are 
proposed to be provided. 


17 

The proposal envisages investment on 
both developments of road as well as 
railway lines. The proposal, however, 
does not mention about the evacuation 
of the cargo from the terminal. The 
proposal may be elaborated 

The proposed Terminal is to be located 
off Tekra outside Kandla Creek. The 
proposed backup area of terminal will be 
located 5 kms from existing Tuna Port 
where the cargo is being handled through 
barges. This Tuna Port is directly 
connected with National Highway 8A 
through 2 lane wide road. A broad gauge 
railway line parallel to this road will be laid 
by KPT to provide rail connectivity upto 
Tuna Port. However, the road rail 
connectivity from Tuna Port to the 
proposed back up area will be provided 
by the concessionaire at its own cost. The 
cargo from vessels will be evacuated by 
ship unioader and be conveyed to 
stacking yard through belt conveyors. 
With the help of handling equipment at 
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stacking yard, the cargo will be evacuated 
through rail & road leading to 
Gandhidham. 


4. While furnishing the above clarifications, KPT vide letter dated 7 January 2010 
submitted a revised proposal. The salient features of the revised proposal are as follows: 

(a) TYPES OF CARGOES TO BE HANDLED 

All types of dry bulk cargo viz. coal, fertiliser, fertiliser raw material, salt, iron 
ore and wheat will be handled at the proposed facility. The revised proposa 1 
is independent to the types of cargoes and the share of cargoes likely to b* 
handled during the concession period 


(b) PHYSICAL FEATURES OF THE TERMINAL 

(i) The physical features of the terminal are as under: 

(ii) The proposed terminal is an offshore berthing structure in shape of T\ The 
jetty head will be 600mtrs in length x 60 mtrs wide and will be capable at 
catering to four vessels at a time-viz. two vessels each of 1,00,000 DWT on 
front & two vessels each of 75,000 DWT at rear of Jetty head. 

(iii) The dredged depth along the front and rear of jetty head will be (-) 16.2m and 
(-)15.tm. 

(iv) 80 hectares of back up area for stack yard with handling equipment, rail road 
connectivity, water supply and fire fighting arrangement, handling equipment, 
electrification, iflumination are proposed to be provided. 

(v) The total area considered to be allotted by the port and considered for 
estimation of lease rentals is as follows: 


(Rs. sq. metres) 


(•)■ 

80 Hectares of land for development of 
back up area for stacking of cargo 

8,00,000 

(ii). 

For construction of Approach to the Jetty 
3700 meters in length x 18 meters wide 

66,600 

(Hi), 

For construction of Jetty Head 

36,000 


TOTAL 

Hj,02,600 


(c) OPTIMAL CAFACtTY 

(i) The Optimal Capacity has been calculated following the norms 
prescribed for Coal Terminal. 

(ii) Optimal Quay Capacity : 

The optimal quay capacity is assessed at 21.46 million tonnes per 
annum adopting the following parameters and the formula prescribed 
in the guidelines: 

(a) The share of Panamax vessels at 60% and Handymax 
vessels at 40%. The handling rate will be the same for any 
type of dry bulk cargoes to be handled at the terminal. 
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(b) Loading/unloading norms considered as per the guidelines 
for coal terminal: 


Sr. 

No. 

Type of Ship 

Norms 

Average 

37500 

Values 
considered 
by KPT 

18750* 

Loading 

Unloading 

0). 

Panamax 
size vessel 

40,000 

tons/day 

35,000 

tons/day 

(ii). 

Handy Size & 

20,000 

15,000 

17500 

8750 * 


Handy max 

tons/day 

tons/day 




vessel 






The Port has stated that the norms prescribed in the guidelines 
correspond to the handling rate for deployment of two nos. of 
Ship loaders / unloaders. Since in the present proposal, only one 
ship loader / unloader is considered for each berth / vessel, the 
handling rate is considered @ 50% of the norms prescribed in 
the guidelines i.e. average of loading/ unloading rate. 

(iii). Optimal Yard Capacity : 

The optimal yard capacity is assessed at 14 million tonnes per 

annum as under: 

(a) Out of the total area of 80 hectares, for development of 
backup area, 24 hectares is proposed for road, railway, 
custom fencing, SWD, etc. and the balance 56 hectares is 
considered as net area for stacking cargo. 

(b) The stacking factor is considered at 3 tonnes/sq. mts and 
turnover at 12 times in a year as per the norms prescribed in 
the guidelines for coal terminal. 

(c) The optimal capacity of the terminal is therefore considered 
at 14 million tonnes per annum being lower of the two 
capacities i.e. yard and quay for determining the upfront 
tariff. 

(d) CAPITAL COST 

The total capital cost of multipurpose cargo terminal is estimated at 
Rs.89997 26 lakhs of which Rs.71698.91 lakhs is for cargo handling activity 
and Rs. 18298.35 lakhs is r fcr berth hire. The breakup of the capital cost 
considered by the KPT is given below: 


SI.No. 

Particulars 

(Rs. In lakhs) 

Capital cost 
estimation 

(Rs.in lakhs) 

1. 

For Berthing hire 



Cost of construction of berth after 
applying 10% annual escalation 

17427.00 



Misc cost including IDC @ 5% 

871.35 



TOTAL (1) 

18298.35 

II. 

Civil structures 



(i). Berth Approach 

9409.09 



if I I w 
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(ii). Storage Yard 

12721.92 



(iii). Roads, Rail Tracks 

4165.19 



(iv). Building, water supply, sewage 
etc., 

796.78 



(v). Custom Fencing Wall, F.F. 
arrangements, Env. Measures & 
Studies & Investigation 

150.00 



Subtotal 

27242.98 



(vi). Escalation @ 10% 

2724.30 



TOTAL (II) 

r 29967.28 

III. 

Equipment cost 



(ij. snore Loader, Unloader and 
Conveyors 

32400.00 



(ii). Power and Lighting, 

Communication 

2434.00 



Subtotal 

34834.00 



(iii). Escalation @ 10% 

3483.40 



TOTAL (III) 


38317.40 

IV. 

Miscellaneous cost 

(5% on Rs. 29967.28 lakhs + Rs. 
38317.40 lakhs) 


3414.23 

V 

Total capital cost (1 to IV) 


89997.26“ 


(e) ROCE 


Return on capital employed is estimated at 16% on the gross block of assets. 

(0 OPERATING COST ; 


(>)■ 


(Hi)'- 

(iv). 

(V). 

(vi). 


S *? ted that the °P eratin 9 cost for cargo handling service is 
based on the norms prescribed in the guidelines for coal terminal. 

r,nn!l C °? is , est ' ma ' ed adopting consumption norm of 1.4 units / 
tonnes and umt rate of power at Rs. 7. 

Maintenance is estimated at 1% on civil cost and 7% on 
mechanical and electrical equipment cost (including spares). 

Insurance is estimated at 1% and other cost at 5% on gross asset 

m e .heCo a mp n aniesAct 1956®. b “ ed °" ,he ra,6S prescribed 

’ akhS for the 90 26 * 
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REVENUE REQUIREMENT : 



(Rs. in lakhs) 

SI. 

No. 

Particulars 

For handling 
multipurpose 
cargo 

For berth 
hire 

Total 

m 

Capital Cost 

71698.91 

18298.35 

89997.26 

VI' 

(ii). 

ROCE @ 16% on 
Capital cost 

11471.83 

2927.74 

14399.57 

i\\\) 

Operatinq cost 

15416.17 

3095.91 

18512.08 

v"/- 

(iv). 

Total revenue 

requirement (ii) + 

(iii)_ 

26888.00 

6Q23.65 

32911.65 


90% of the total revenue requirement estimated for cargo handling activity is 
apportioned for handling service and 5% each towards storage charge an 
miscellaneous charge. (This is as per the apportionment share prescribed for 
mulSurpose cargo berth). The break up of revenue requ.rement estimated 
from cargo handling activities is given below. 


(Rs. in crores) 


SI. 

No. 

Particulars 

Estimated revenue 
requirement 

(i)- 

Cargo handling service (i.e. 
Rs.26888 lakhs x 90%) 

24199.20 

(ii). 

Storage charge (Rs.26888 lakhs x 
5%) 

1344.40 

(iii). 

Miscellaneous charge (Rs.26888 
lakhs x 5%) 

1344.40 


Total 

26888.00 


(h) UPFRONT TARIFF 

The upfront tariff cap proposed by the KPT to meet the estimated revenue 
requirement is as follows: 


(i) Berth hire charges: 


Sr. 

No. 

Vessel 

RATE PER GRT PER HOUR PART THEREOF 

Foreign going vessel 
(in Re.) 

Coastal Vessel 
(in Re.) 

(i) 

All vessels 

0.50 

0.30 


(ii) Cargo handling charges - Rs. 172.85 per tonne 

(iii) Storage charges 

(a) Free period: 

Import cargo - 5 days 
Export cargo -15 days 

(b) Storage charge for balance cargo remaining beyond the fre 
period: 


m 


MMUI*"! 
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$1. 

NO. 

Particulars 

Rate per tonne per 
day or part thereof 
(in Rs.) 

■a 

lUiCESEEEiilCSIBB 

9.75 

KH 


10.23 

111 


10.72 


(c) Miscellaneous charges proposed at Rs.9.60 per tonne for all 
miscellaneous services such as sweeping of cargo on the wharf, 
weighment of cargo, dust suppression, etc. 


5. The proposal of the KPT was registered as a tariff case on 19 January 2010. The 
proposal was circulated by letter dated 21 January 2010 amongst the relevant user 
organizations and short listed bidders, based on the details furnished by KPT. 


6. Based on the preliminary scrutiny of the revised proposal, KPT was requested to 
furnish the following information / clarification vide our letter dated 7 April 2010. KPT has 
furnished its reply under letter dated 25 June 2010. The details sought and the replies 
received are juxtaposed below:- 


SI.No. 

Queries raised by TAMP 

Reply furnished by KPT 

1 

As per para 6.4.1 of the feasibility report, 
the concessionaire has to provide, among 
other things, a mobile harbour crane of 100 
T capacity at about 27 metre reach to 
handle increase in cargo even beyond the 
handling capacity of the terminal. KPT to 
state the reasons why its estimate does not 
include provision of a mobile harbour crane. 

As per para 6.4,1. of Feasibility Report, the 
concessionaire is required to only design the berthing 
structure & approach for mobile harbour crane of 100 

T capacity and not to provide for the project facilities & 
services. IIT, Chennai being Technical Advisor has 
made such provision of designing the structure even 
for mobile handling equipments which may require by 
the concessionaire to deploy either for handling cargo 
even beyond handling capacity of terminal or during 
temporary break down of shore loaders / un-loaders 
and/or conveyor system. Considering these aspects 
the cost of such mobile crane is not made, under the 
estimate. 

2 

In the revised proposal, a lump sum amount 
of Rs. 83 crores has been provided towards 
various equipments required to be deployed 
at stacking yard. The break-up of the 
equipments to be provided, with item wise 
details, needs to be furnished alongwith 
documentary evidence for the unit cost. 

The requisite information is being collected and will be 
sent shortly. 

3 

KPT has confirmed that the estimate of 
capital cost is based on prevailing market 
rates and the prevailing SDR of Kandla 
Port. Though the Port has stated that for 
ready reference the relevant supporting 
documents towards rates of various items 
so worked out have been enclosed to its 
letter dated 7 January 2010, such 
supporting documents have not been 
received till date 

It is confirmed that estimate of capital cost is based on 
prevailing market rates and the prevailing SOR of 
KPT. In the earlier submitted proposal, supporting 
documents towards the rates for item at S. No. 1 to 
6(a) of Estimate was submitted. Now, the supporting 
documents towards rate of items at Sr. No 6(b) and 8 
are enclosed for perusal. 

4 

KPT has stated that the cost of dredging to 
be incurred by the port may be considered 
for arriving at the port dues under vessel 
related charges. KPT to confirm whether 
this expenditure has been considered in its 

The work of capital dredging along side the jetty head 
can be started only after completion of the work of 
Jetty head and its approach. Further, the scheduled 
construction period of the project is 24 months. 
Hence, the actual cost of capital dredging to be 
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ou 

mpending general rate revision. 

ncurred on the project will be considered during the 
general revision of Scale of rates of Kandia Port at 
ater stage. 

5 

KPT has stated that panamax vessel will 
contribute 60 % and handimax vessels will 
contribute 40% of the cargo to be handled. 
KPT to clarify how the vessels’ share has 
thus been determined. 

It is the first occasion when Kandia port is developing 
the project facilities for handling vessels having 
draught of 14m to 15m. Moreover, on the existing 
facilities for dry cargo within Kandia creek, vessels up 
to draught of 12m are being handled. Hence, even 
from the past experience of existing handling of cargo, 
the contribution of vessels for 14m & 15m draught 
cannot be arrived at. The number and size of vessels 
that would arrive at the proposed terminal depends 
upon various factors which would vary from time to 
time. Hence to arrive at the optimum capacity of 
Terminal, by considering the capacity of shore 
loader/unloaders, the ratio of panamax & handimax 
vessel as 60:40 has been taken. However, the 
capacity of terminal of 14 MMTPA so worked out is 
aoverned bv the capacity of Stacking Yard. 

6 

As per the norm for coal handling terminal, 
two numbers ship loaders / unloaders are to 
be provided which would achieve an output 
of 40000 tons per day with panamax 
vessels and 20000 tons per day with 
handimax vessels (both for loading) and 
35000 tons per day for panamax vessels 
and 15000 tons per day for handimax 
vessels (both for unloading). 

While estimating the cost, the port has 
considered, in all, two shore unloaders of 
15000 T capacity, one unloader of 10000 T 
capacity and one loader of 10000 T 
capacity. Considering the deployment of 
one ship loader / unloader per vessel, the 
terminal handling capacity has been arrived 
at by KPT at 15.0745 MMTPA. If, at a later 
date, two numbers ship loader / unloader 
per vessel are installed by the 
concessionaire, the cargo handling capacity 
of the terminal could increase exponentially 
leading to a financial windfall to the 
concessionaire if the upfront tariff now to be 
fixed is based on a conservative terminal 
handling capacity. It is to be recognized that 
the capital estimates of all civil works is 
considered in the proposal which constitute 
the major share of the capital expenses. It is 
also not established that installation of 
additional ship-shore cranes on the quay is 
technically not feasible. The port is, 
therefore, requested to revisit the optimum 
terminal handling capacity arrived at by it at 
15.0745 MMTPA. 

To work out the capital cost of the project, four shore 
loaders / unloaders viz two shore unloader, each of 
15000 T/day , one shore unloader of 10,000 T /day 
and one shore loader of 10,000 T/day are considered 
together with the four belt conveyors. However, the 
capacity of Terminal of 14 MMTPA so worked out is 
least of the capacity worked out by considering the 
capacity by virtue of (i) shore loaders/ unloaders, (ii) 
conveyors & (iii) stacking yard. Further, during 
operation of the terminal, the Concessionaire will have 
to meet with the performance standards as well as 
minimum guaranteed cargo as laid down in the DCA 
(based on MCA) failing which the concessionaire will 
be at default and liable to pay compensation for the 
same. The aforesaid both parameters, performance 
standards & minimum guaranteed cargo are governed 
by the type and capacity of handling equipment to be 
deployed by concessionaire. As per the provision in 
DCA, the concessionaire is at liberty to install the 
handling equipments of the type and capacity to meet 
with the aforesaid parameters. It should be noted that 
the Kandia Port is already surrounded by the state-of- 
art Private Ports posing stiff competition. In such 
circumstances, the concessionaire of the terminal will 
also have to offer competitive rates to attract the 
business. Considering this, the apprehension of 
financial windfall to the concessionaire on is far from 
truth. Regarding technical feasibility of the terminal on 
account of installation of additional ship-shore crane 
on quay is concerned, it is stated that, as per the RFP 
the feasibility of the project is only as preliminary 
reference document by way of assistance to bidders 
and the concessionaire is required to design the Jetty 
head (Quay) for the mechanization to be installed by 
him to meet at least with the performance standard & 
minimum guaranteed cargo. However, the physical 
parameters of the jetty head & approach are 
restricted. 

7 

Although the terminal is to cater to differeni 
»—/vf Am Hi ilt/ rarnriPS incllidina COal. tfl€ 

t It is first occasion when Kandia port is developing the 
i nroipr.t facilities for handling only dry bulk cargo from 
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optimum stackyard capacity has been 
arrived at by the port considering the norms 
for calculation of optimal yard capacity at a 
coal terminal where three tons could be 
stacked per square meter area with a 
turnover ratio of 12 in a year. For export and 
import cargoes, the free period of storage 
of 15 days and 5 days respectively has 
been considered. If the turnover ratio is 
considered at 12 per year, the export cargo 
would attract demurrage for 15 days (30 
days - 15 days) and the import cargo for 25 
days (30 days - 5 days). At the proposed 
rate of Rs. 9.75 per ton per day for storage 
beyond the free period, the concessionaire 
will reap a windfall at the upfront storage 
rate now to be fixed. The port is, therefore, 
advised to consider turnover on the basis of 
dwell time analysis for different type of 
commodities. 

vessels having draught of 14m to 15m. Moreover, on 
the existing facilities for dry cargo lying within Kandla 
creek all type of multi purpose cargo from vessels up 
to draught of 12m is being handled. Moreover, at 
present the Port does not have any dedicated terminal 
for handling only dry bulk cargo. Hence, even from the 
past experience from existing handling of cargo, the 
turnover on the basis of dwell time analysis for 
different type of commodities can not be arrived at. 
Hence, a Turnover ratio of 12 in a year is considered 

8 

Stacking factor of 3 T/sq.metre adopted to 
calculate yard capacity is prescribed in the 
guidelines for thermal coal. Even in case of 
coal, the ports like Visakhapatnam, Paradip, 
Tuticorin and Mormugao reported a much 
higher stacking factor depending on’the 
actual already achieved, while proposing 
upfront tariff. It is needless to mention that 
stacking factor varies for different 
commodities. KPT may realistically assess 
stacking factor for each of the cargo 
proposed to be handled and accordingly 
revisit yard capacity calculation. 

The land area on which the proposed stacking yard to 
be located is adjacent to sea shore. Further this land 
area gets submerged during the high tide twice a day. 
Considering the soil profile as well as location of 
terminal, IIT, Madras, being Technical Advisor, 
worked out the carrying capacity of stacking yard as 3 
Tons per m2. From above it is clear that carrying 
capacity of stacking yard is dependant upon its 
location and soil profile and not dependant upon the 
type of cargo to be stacked. Considering this aspect, 
the capacity of stacking yard of proposed terminal can 
not be compared with that of other Ports. Further the 
considered stacking capacity of 3 T/m2 confirms to 
TAMP's guidelines. 

9 

The capital estimates take into 
consideration cost of a 15000T ship loader / 
unloader @ Rs. 45 cores and 10000 T ship 
loader /unloader @ Rs. 35 Crores. The 
basis of the estimate is not explained nor is 
any documentary support like budgetary 
quotation produced. In some of the recently 
decided upfront tariff cases at other ports, 
the cost of ship loader/unloader was found 
to be lower than the level assumed by KPT. 
The capital cost reported by other ports are 
- Rs. 28 crores at TPT (coal), Rs. 35 crores 
at MOPT (iron ore), Rs. 28.90 crores at VPT 
(fertilizer & coal). 

The requisite information is being collected and will be 
sent shortly. 

10 

While arriving at the capital cost vide 
Annexure II and IV, the port has considered 
cost escalation of 10% i.e. Rs. 1584.27 
lakhs, Rs. 2724 lakhs and Rs. 3483 lakhs. 
The Port is advised to rework the cost 
estimates strictly adhering to the norms for 
fixation of upfront tariff 

The implementation schedule or construction period of 
the proposed terminal is 24 months from date of 
award of concession to the concessionaire. Further, 
as per the Ministry's guidelines (O.M. No. 1(3)/PF- 
11/2001 dtd 18.02.2002) completion cost should be 
worked out by taking into account the average rate of 
inflation (escalation). At the same time, the 
miscellaneous cost as per TAMP Guidelines does not 
cover the aspect of escalation. Moreover, in the Tariff 
Proposal for the work of "Development of 13 1h to 16 1h 
cargo berths", such provision for escalation was also 
considered. 
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11 

For 902600 square meters of land area, the 
port has considered under operating 
expenses the license fee at Rs. 10.5 per 
square meter. The relevant section of the 
SOR of KPT in this respect may please be 
indicated. 

The Rate of Licensee Fee so considered for the land 
area in present proposal is as per para 2.5 (A) of 
Prevailing scale of Rates of KPT duly approved by 
TAMP 

12 

While calculating the cargo handling 
charges, port has included Rs. 265 lakhs 
towards maintenance dredging in the 
approach channel. As per the norms, for 
calculation of cargo handling charges 
dredging expenses are to be excluded. 
Further, it is not clear why maintenance 
expenditure is to be borne by the BOT 
operator on an asset not created by him. 

The proposal seeking approval of PPPAC for subject 
work was discussed with Secretary (Shipping) on 
20.11.09, where it was decided that the maintenance 
dredging alongside Jetty & approach channel should 
be carried out by the concessionaire, (Hence, as per 
the DCA, the maintenance of draught alongside the 
jetty head as well as in its approach is the obligation 
of the concessionaire for the entire period of 
concession. Hence, the cost of maintenance dredging 
is considered in the Tariff Proposal. This has further 
been incorporated into the DCA in view of the 
experience of KPT where dispute has arisen with the 
Terminal Operator in regard to the depth of the 
approach channel and the depth alongside the berth. 

13 

| 

Port has proposed a single rate as 
composite tariff cap per ton for all types of 
cargoes to be handled. Since different 
types of cargoes are to be handled at the 
multipurpose berth, it is necessary to 
provide separate rates for different types of 
cargoes to be handled based on their 
productivity. 

It is first occasion when Kandla port is developing the 
project facilities for handling only dry bulk cargo from 
vessels having draught of 14m to 15m. Moreover, on 
the existing facilities for dry cargo lying within Kandla 
creek all type of Multi purpose cargo from vessels up 
to draught of 12m is being handled. At present the 
Port does not have any dedicated terminal for 
handling only dr bulk cargo. Moreover, the terminal 
predominantly will handle dry bulk cargo such as 
foodgrains, fertilizer & Coal. For all these cargoes, the 
norms for cargo handling rates as per TAMP 
Guidelines are same. Hence, there is not need to 
have separate rates for different cargo. Hence, the 
proposal for single rate may be considered. 

14 

The port has considered the cargo handling 
rate of Rs. 172.85 tonne. It is necessary to 
provide concessional coastal rate while 
fixing the upfront tariff 

The concessional coastal rates for handling charges 
are furnished. 

15 

In the block estimate, an aggregate of Rs. 
‘1571.5 lakhs have been included for 
creation of 5 kilometre railway line from 
Tuna Port to back up area and 1 kilometre 
siding within back up area. Its not clear 
whether all the commodities that will be 
handled at the dry-bulk terminal would use 
the rail facility. It may be necessary to 
prescribe, separate rates for rail borne and 
road bound cargo. Also it is not clear 
whether the concessionaire will be entitled 
to the railway terminal charges payable by 
the Indian Railways. 

As peF the proposal, the concessionaire will levy 
following charges to user to use project facility: 

a. Cargo handling charges 

b. Berth hire charges 

c. Storage charges 

d. Miscellaneous charges 

The above charges are calculated as per TAMP 
Guidelines and the calculation of these charges is no 
way related to the mode of transportation of cargo into 
/ from stacking yard. Hence, it is not necessary to 
prescribe separate rates for rail-borne and road-bound 
cargo. Further, the movement of cargo either by rail or 
road depends upon various factors viz. availability of 
road - rail link upto destination of cargo within the 
hinterland, cost effectiveness, quantity of cargo, and 
resources of consignor/consignee. Hence, at this 
stage, the total quantum of cargo can not be 
bifurcated in terms of its transportation by way of 
Road or Railway. 
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It is proposed that only KPT will be entitled to railway 
terminal charges payable by Indian Railway. 


KPT has proposed the berth hire charges of 
Re. 0.50 per GRT per hour for foreign going 
vessel and Re. 0.30 per GRT per hour for 
coastal vessels. The methodology adopted 
by KPT in arriving at the berth hire charges 
vide Annexure II has to be modified. The 
berth hire charges may please be re-worked 
out as per the illustration given. 

The berth hire charges are worked out as per the 
methodology so suggested. 

17 

Please check the calculation of storage 
income at the proposed storage charges 
duly considering the proposed free period 
and yard turn over of 12 considered in 
determining capacity. It may be necessary 
to recalculate the unit storage charges to 
adhere to the share of revenue requirement 
from storage. 

Please refer response to query no. 7 above. 


7.1. A joint hearing was held on 8 April 2010 at the KPT premises and the users/short 
listed bidders were present and made their submissions. Based on some of the observations 
made at the joint hearing, KPT agreed to have a re-look at its proposal and furnish a revised 
proposal, if necessary. Since the users and prospective bidders had not furnished their written 
comments on the proposal of the port, they were allowed one more opportunity to fife their 
written submissions. 


7.2. Gammon Infrastructure Projects Limited vide letter dated 16 April 2010 furnished its 
comments on the port’s proposal. A copy of it was forwarded to KPT for comments. The port 
by letter dated 14 July 2010 offered its remarks thereon. 


8. By letter dated 2 July 2010 some additional clarifications as detailed below were 
sought from the port. KPT has replied thereto vide its letter dated 14 July 2010. The queries 
raised by this Authority and the replies furnished by KPT are juxtaposed below. 


SI.No. 

Queries raised by TAMP 

Reply furnished by KPT i 

1 

As per KPT’s proposal dated 7 January 
2010, the cost of handling equipments 
towards shore loader, unloader and 
conveyors aggregates to Rs. 325 crore 
which includes Rs. 83 crores towards 
handling equipments at the stacking yard. 
The cost of handling equipments at the 
stack yard constitutes over 25 % of the 
entire handling equipments. In our letter 
dated 7 April 2010, KPT was requested to 
furnish the break-up of the equipments to 
be provided at the stacking yard with item 
wise details alongwith documentary 
evidence. KPT has reported that the 
requisite information is being collected and 
it will be furnished in due course. Kindly 
note that the upfront tariff to be approved 
has to be arrived at after estimating ail the 
elements of costs and hence the port’s 
proposal cannot be finalized till the details 
called for are received. 

The cost breakup of various handling 
equipments amounting to Rs. 83 Crores is 
furnished below:- 

(a) Two reclaimers Rs. 25.12 crores 

(b) Two wagon tippers Rs. 8 crores 

(c) 2 Stackers Rs. 36 crores 

(d) 3 cranes Rs. 1.70 crores 

(e) 4 payloaders Rs. 1.36 crores 

(f) Workshop equipment Rs. 1.13 cr 

(g) Switchgears Rs. 10.28 cr. 

2 

KPT has stated that the basis of estimation 
of the capital cost of the ship loader and 

Despite vigorous efforts made by the port to 
collect the budgetary offers from the 
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unloader is being collected and it will be 
submitted to this Authority shortly. In this 
resoect. Dlease refer to Sr. No. (i) above. 

manufactures, KPT is unable to get any details. 

3 

KPT has been requested to furnish 
relevant supporting documents towards 
rates of various items included in the cost 
estimates. KPT has only furnished the 
item-wise rate analysis. The basis on which 
such rate analysis has been carried out 
has not been furnished. KPT is once again 
requested to furnish the relevant 
supporting documents considered for 
arriving at the rates of various items 
included in the cost estimate. 

The rate analysis details are furnished. 

4 

Presuming that the concessionaire could 
increase the cargo handling capacity by 
installation of additional ship loader / 
unloader per vessel, the port was 
requested to revisit the optimum terminal 
handling capacity arrived by it at 15.0745 
MMTPA. KPT has not addressed the issue 
raised. In this context the port is informed 
that the upfront tariff now to be fixed would 
apply in all terminals that are bid out 
subsequently during the next five years for 
handling identical commodities. While 
fixing the upfront tariff, this Authority has to 
follow a normative cost based approach, 
recognizing the capital and operating costs 
estimated based on the norms set by the 
guidelines adopted. Since it has not been 
established that installation of more than 
one loader / unloader at the 4 berth 
configuration is technically not feasible, the 
response given by KPT about minimum 
guarantee conditions / performance 
standards to be set through Concession 
Agreement cannot only .be the ground for 
accepting the optimal capacity assessed by 
the Port. 

The Kandla Port, located in the creek, is not 
capable of handling vessels of draught more 
than 13m and hence it is proposed to develop 
the port at Tekra to handle vessels of draught 
15m. The front face of the berth is designed for 
15m draught. The berth width 60m is required 
considering the soil condition and earthquake 
zone V. Since 60m width of the berth is 
available, the port has proposed to use the rear 
side of the berth also for handling vessels. 
Considering the stable slope below the berth the 
rear side is designed for handling 14m draught 
vessels. However the rear berths are proposed 
to handle fertilizer, salt, wheat etc and these 
cargoes are generally transported in 
handy/handymax vessels. Hence the two rear 
berths capacity is estimated as 4 MMTPA and 
considering the present cargo potential the two 
front berths capacity estimated as 10 MMTPA, 
totaling the terminal capacity at 14 MMTPA. It is 
feasible to increase the capacity by providing 
additional equipments at a later stage when the 
traffic increases and hence it is proposed that 
when there is an increase in the traffic beyond 

14 MMTPA, the KPT may come to TAMP for 
revision of the rate. 

5 

1 

The port was advised to re-consider the 
turnover ratio of 12 per year after carrying 
out a dwell time analysis of different 
commodities. KPT has replied that the 
turnover oh the basis of dwell time analysis 
for different type of commodities cannot be 
arrived at since the port does not have 
presently any dedicated terminal for 
handling only dry bulk cargo. KPT has 
further stated that Table 2 of Annexure III 
to the TAMP guidelines considers a 
turnover ratio of 12 in a year. KPT is 
informed in this context that Table 2 ibid 
pertains to a coal terminal whereas the 
terminal under consideration is to cater to 
different types of dry bulk cargo including 
coal. In our letter dated 7 April 2010, it was 
pointed out that if the turnover ratio was 
taken at 12 per year the export / import 

The proposed dry bulk terminal is envisaged to 
handle all type of dry bulk cargo including coal. 
However, there is no specific guidelines of 
TAMP to arrive the tariff for such dry bulk 
terminal. Coal being a dry bulk cargo, as per the 
guidelines of TAMP the turnover ratio for coal 
terminal is considered, To carry out a dwell time 
analysis of different commodities, the relevant 
data of past experience from a dedicated dry 
bulk terminal is necessary. It is the first occasion 
when Kandla Port is developing a project for 
handling only dry bulk cargo from vessels 
having draught of 14m to 15m. It is now 
considered that 60% of the cargo will be 
evacuated from the stack yard within the free 
period and remaining 40% cargo will stay 
beyond free period, the majority of which will be 
cleared within the period of 10 days from free 
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cargoes would attract demurrage for 15 
25 days and at the proposed rate of Rs 
9.75 per tonne per day for storage beyonc 
the free period, the concessionaire wil 
reap a windfall. KPT was hence requestec 
to check the calculation of storage income 
at the proposed storage charges duly 
considering the proposed free period and 
yard turnover of 12 considered in 
determining the capacity. The Port was 
also requested to recalculate the unit 
storage charges to adhere to the share of 
revenue requirement from storage. In its 
reply dated 25 June 2010, KPT has not 
furnished any clarification on these points. 
Port is requested to comply. 

period. ~' i 

6 

Pointing out the higher stacking factor of 
coal achieved at Visakhapatnam, Paradip, 
Tuticorin and Mormugao, KPT was 
requested to realistically assess the 
stacking factor for each of the cargoes 
proposed to be handled and to revisit the 
yard capacity calculations. It is noted that 
KPT has not made any attempt to reassess 
the yard capacity stating that the proposed 
stacking yard being adjacent to the 
seashore would submerge twice in a day 
during the high tides. It is not understood 
how an area which is certain to submerge 
in the sea water twice per day can function 
as a stack yard for all types of dry bulk 
cargoes including fertilizers and foodgrains. 

Carrying capacity of stacking yard is dependant 
upon its location & soil profile as well as its 
development irrespective of cargo to be stacked 
thereon. The proposed land area for stacking 
yard, which is adjacent to sea shore will be 
reclaimed to increase its level well above the 
highest high sea water level so that all types of 
cargoes can safely be stacked at all the times. 
The 80 hectares stack yard area provided is 
designed for 3T/m2 considering the site specific 
soil conditions. After such reclamation, the 
stacking yard will be provided with suitable 
ground improvements by way of construction of 
sub-base, base and crust to enhance carrying 
capacity of the yard. The considered stacking 
capacity of 3 T/m2 confirms to the TAMP’s 
! guidelines. IIT Chennai, the consultant, has 
informed that without substantial further 
investment it may not be possible to increase 
the stacking capacity and the stacking capacity 
3t/m2 is for all cargoes irrespective of the weight 
or specific gravity of the cargo and the stacking 
capacity is only the load bearing capacity of the 
yard. 

7 

The Port was advised to rework the cost 
estimates without considering a cost 
escalation of 10%. KPT has stated that the 
miscellaneous cost as per the TAMP 
guidelines does not cover the aspect of 
escalation. The port is once again 
requested to update the capital cost to the 
prevailing rate strictly adhering to the 
norms for fixation of upfront tariff. 

The implementation schedule period of the 
proposed terminal is 24 months from date of 
award of concession to the concessionaire. As 
per the Ministry’s guidelines (O.M.No. 1(3)/PF- 
11/2001 dtd 18.02.2002) completion cost should 
be worked out by taking into account the 
average rate of inflation (escalation). At the 
same time, the miscellaneous cost as per 
TAMP guidelines does not cover the aspect of 
escalation. 

8 

It is reiterated that since different types of 
cargoes are to be handled at the 
multipurpose berth, it is necessary to 
provide separate rates for the different 
types of cargoes to be handled based on 
their productivity. 

! 

! 

The proposed terminal predominantly will 
handle dry bulk cargo such as food grains, salt, 
fertilizer, fertilizer raw material & coal. For all 
these cargoes, the norms for cargo handling 
rates as per TAMP Guidelines are same. 
Hence, there is no need to have separate rates 
for different cargo. Hence, the proposal for 
single rate may be considered. As per feasibility 
report apart from the cargos mentioned above 
iron ore is to be handled at the terminal. Since 
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KPT is not expecting to handle any substantial 
ore in the near feature, the rate for handling of 
iron ore may not be considered. 


9 (a) An officer level meeting was held on 16 July 2010 when KPT was asked to 

clarify why l shape of berthing structure is not vtabteand .why the number of 
shore loaders and unloaders is restricted to four. KPT underietter dated21 
July 2010 forwarded the opinion of (IT Chennai as regards to the necessity to 
have a T shaped berthing structure. IIT Chennai tn its letter dated 21 July 
2010 addressed to KPT has stated that T shaped jetty with two front berths 
are essential in a tidal port like Kandla to handle 10 million tonnes where the 
rear portion of the jetty will handle only 4 million tonnes of carga According 
to the technical advice rendered by the IIT Chennai, construction of L- 
shape jetty in the 1* phase and converting to T - shape jetty m the next 
phase would be very expensive and L - shape jetty is not viable as the rear 
berth of such jetty cannot be used for handling bigger size vessels at all tides. 

In the opinion of IIT Chennai, any shape other than T - shape will not onfy be 
expensive but also will not be environment friendly. 

(b> The letter dated 21 July 2010 did not answer to the query as to why the 
number of shore loaders and unloaders are restricted to four The port was 
reminded to furnish its comments in the matter. In reply, KPT under letter 
dated 5 August 2010 has forwarded the opinion of IIT Chennann this respect. 
IIT Chennai in its letter dated 4 August 2010 to KPT has stated that as per 
the Feasibility Report for the subject work, it is envisaged to handle dry bulk 
cargo to the tune of 14 MMTPA. When there is no traffic potential, assessing 
the capacity strictly as per the normative level will only make the proposed 
investment unattractive. Further, the MGT to be claimed from the 
concessionaire is to be linked to capacity. Normative level of capacity 
calculated without the adequate cargo support may only pushup the MGT 
level achievements of which again would be unrealistic if cargo support does 
not materialize. The considered four numbers of shore loaders / unloaders in 
the Tariff proposal are sufficient and in line with the proposed envisaged 
handling capacity of 14 MMTPA of the terminal. Hence, at present only four 
shore loaders / unloaders are considered in the tariff proposal. However it is 
feasible to increase .the capacity of providing additional equipment at later 
stage when the traffic increases beyond 14 MMTPA and at that time the KPT 
may come to TAMP for revision of rates. 

to The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records 

at the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by 
the concerned parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details are also 
available at our website http://tariffauthoritv.gov.in 

H With reference to the totality of the information collected during the 

processing of the case, the following position emerges. 

(i) Although the KPT has requested this Authority to fix upfront tariffs for a dry 
bulk terminal near Tuna at port of Kandla, it was clarified to the port that as 
per clause 2.2 of the guidelines for upfront tariff setting for PPP Projects at 
Major Port Trusts of February 2008 the tariff caps to be prescribed now would 
not only be applicable to the dry bulk terminal but would also be applicable to 
all the projects bid out subsequently for identical cargoes at the Kandla Port 
during the next five years. In fact, this Authority in its Order No. 
TAMP/35/2Q08-KPT dated 30 September 2008 had accorded approval to the 
upfront tariff schedule for handling of foodgrains and fertilizers, thermal coal, 
coal (other than thermal coal), limestone, minerals, sugar, salt and other 
break-bulk cargoes like steel and bagged cargo and timber logs at the 
multipurpose cargo berths proposed to be developed under PPP mode at the 
KPT. KPT now envisages handling foodgrains, salt, fertilizer, fertilizer raw 
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material and coal at the proposed terminal at Tima forwhich upfront rates ai* 
already available vide Order dated 30 September 2008: In this respect KPT 
has clarified that the four muffipurpose cargo berths for which upfront tariff 
has already been fixed under Order dated 30 September 2008 are to be 
located at the Kandla Port (i.e. within the existing Kandla port complex) 
whereas the dry bulk terminal proposed to be created near Tuna is a green 
field project as it will be located outside the Kandla creek about 17 kms on 
west of mouth to Kandla Creek off Tekra and no basic infrastructure 
whatsoever is presently available thereat. The multipurpose cargo berths to 
be developed inside the Kandla port complex can straight away benefit from 
the existing rail connectivity available within the Kandla port, whereas the dry 
bulk terminal at Tuna has to create about five kilometres rail line from the 
terminal to the backup area and one kilometre rail sidings within the backup 
area. Moreover, according to Kandla Port trust* the cargo handling methods 
at the proposed two terminals would differ as the equipment proposed to be 
deployed at the multipurpose cargo berths within the Kandla complex are 
level luffing wharf cranes with grab / hook attachments, forklift trucks and 
payloaders, whereas the equipment proposed to be installed at the dry bulk 
terminal at Tuna are shore loader, shore unloader, conveyors, reclaimer, 
wagon tippler, stacker, cranes, payloaders and dozers. Considering the fact 
that the <fry bulk terminal near Tuna is a green field project and the cargo 
handling metttodology of the two terminals differs, this Authority is inclined to 
accede to the. request of KPT to accord approval to separate upfront rates 
applicable for the proposed dry bulk terminal at Tuna. 

(ii). The port initially envisaged handling of dry bulk cargoes viz. coal, iron ore, 
fertiliser, wheat etc., at the dry bulk terminal. KPT subsequently vide letter 
dated 14 July 2010 has informed that it does not expect iron ore traffic at the 
terminal. Handling rates for dry bulk cargoes are prescribed in the guidelines 
for a multipurpose terminal. But, the port has considered the handling rates 
prescribed in the guidelines for coal since these cargoes are to be handled 
through ship loaders / unloaders. In this regards, it is noteworthy that the 
guidelines do not specify any separate norms for mechansied handling 
commodities like fertiliser, foodgrain, etc. Since the handling methodology 
would be akin to coal terminal for which norms are set out in the guidelines, it 
is found appropriate to adopt them in case also. It may be relevant here to 
point out that certain deviations made by the port, as listed below, from the 
norms applicable for coal terminal; 

(a) The guidelines for coal terminal require the optimal capacity of 
terminal to be determined based on lower of the two capacities i.e. 
optimal quay capacity and optimal yard capacity. Whife arriving at the 
optimal terminal capacity, the port has also factored the capacity of 
the conveyors. to be installed, which is not envisaged by the 
guidelines. 

(b) The norms for coal terminal prescribe two ship unloaders per berth. 
As against this, the port has considered three ship unioaders and one 
ship loader i.e. total 4 numbers for four berths. 

(c) KPT has not proposed differential handling rates for different cargo 
items based on the individual productivity level. 

(d) KPT has considered the yearly maintenance dredging expenditure in 
the operating costs. 

(iii) Optimal Quay Capacity 


(a) Although different types of dry bulk cargoes will be handled at the 
proposed terminal, the port has considered the normative handling 
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rate prescribed for coal in the guidelines for quay capacity calculation 
since all these cargoes are to be handled through ship loaders / 
unloaders. According to KPT at the proposed terminal 60% of the 
cargo would be handled by panamax vessels and 40% by the 
handysize and handimax vessels. As per the norm for coal handling 
terminal, two numbers ship loaders / unloaders are to be provided 
which would achieve an output of 40000 tons per day with panamax 
vessels and 20000 tons per day with handimax vessels (hoth for 
loading) and 35000 tons per day for panamax vessels and 15000 
tons per day for handimax vessels (both for unloading). The 
proposal envisages installation, in all, of two shore unloaders of 
15000 T capacity, one unloader of 10000 T capacity and one loader 
of 10000 T capacity. Considering this composition of deployment of 
one ship loader I unloader per vessel, the terminal handling capacity 
has been arrived at by KPT at 15.0745 MMTPA as shown in Annex I. 

It is significant here to point out that the deviation proposed by the 
KPT in the number of loader / unloader will have a major impact on 
the optimal capacity of the terminal. The major portion of the capital 
expenditure relates to the civil works which are captured in the 
estimates submitted by the port. Thus, by adding few more handling 
equipments, an operator can significantly improve upon the capacity 
of the terminal, which may provide an undue advantage to the 
operator. This point was repeatedly stressed by this Authority and the 
port was advised to revisit the equipment configuration and the 
terminal capacity assessed by them. 

KPT has stated that the proposed dry bulk terminal will handle 
vessels of 15 m draught in the front. As a berth width of 60m is 
required due to the soil condition and earthquake parameters, the 
port has proposed to use the rear side of the terminal also for 
handling vessels. The rear side is designed for handling 14m draught 
vessels, mainly handysize / handymax vessels carrying fertilizer, salt, 
wheat etc. The two front berths capacity is estimated at 10 MMTPA 
and the two rear berths’ capacity at 4 MMTPA totaling the terminal 
capacity to 14 MMTPA. According to the port, it is feasible to 
increase the capacity by providing additional equipments at a later 
stage when the traffic potential increases. For this reason KPT has 
proposed that when there Is an increase in the traffic beyond 14 
MMTPA, it would come to this Authority for review of the rates. 

The port has admitted that the operator is at liberty to install the 
handling equipment of any type and capacity of his choice but has 
not revised the optimal capacity calculation which is based on the 
feasibility report prepared by IIT Chennai. The port was also advised 
by us to revisit its proposal to have four berths for the proposed 
terminal. Based on a technical advise rendered by IIT Chennai, the 
port has informed that T-Sha'pe jetty with two front berths are 
essential in a tidal port like Kandla to handle 10 million tonnes. The 
rear portion of the jetty will only handle 4 million tonnes of cargo. 
According to the technical advise rendered by the IIT Chennai, 
construction of L - Shape jetty in the 1 st phase and converting to T- 
shape jetty in the next phase would be very expensive and L - shape 
jetty is not viable as the rear berth of such jetty cannot be used for 
handling bigger size vessels at all tides. In the opinion of IIT Chennai, 
as brought out by KPT, any shape other than T-shape will not only be 
expensive but also will not be environment friendly. 

IIT Chennai has also confirmed the traffic potential assessed by it 
would only be around 14 MMTPA. When there is no traffic potential, 
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assessing the capacity strictly as per the normative lever and 
incurring capital expenditure to meet such level will only make the 
proposed investment unattractive. Further, the MGT to be claimed 
form the concessionaire is to be linked to capacity. Normative level of 
capacity calculated without the adequate cargo support may only 
pushup the MGT level, achievements of which again would be 
unrealistic if cargo support does not materialise. Four numbers of 
shore loaders / unloaders as considered in the Tariff proposal are 
sufficient and in line with the proposed envisaged handling capacity 
of 14 MMTPA of the terminal. However, it is feasible to increase the 
capacity of providing additional equipment at later stage when the 
traffic increases beyond 14 MMTPA and at that time the KPT could 
come to TAMP for revision of rates. 

(iv) Conveyors Optimal Capacity 

While determining the optimal capacity of the dry bulk terminal, the Port 
has also considered the handling capacity of the conveyors to be 
installed - 2 Nos each of 1000T per hour in front and 2 Nos each of 
750 tonnes per hour on rear of jetty head - at 21.46 MMPT per annum, 
though no norm has been prescribed in the guidelines for considering 
the capacity of the conveyors while fixing the upfront tariff. 

The port has clarified that due to the different types of cargoes to be 
handled, the present capacity of the conveyor system of 2 x 1000 TPH 
is estimated at 10 MMTPA and that of the conveyor system of 2 x 750 
TPH at 4 MMTPA. According to I IT Chennai, capacity can be increased 
only by construction of a new conveyor system supported oy additional 
approach jetty. 

(v) Optimal Yard Capacity 

(a) Of the 800000 sq. meter of the backup area 240000 sq. meter has 
been provided for construction of roads, rails, custom fencing etc 
leaving 5,60,000 sq. meter area for stacking of cargo. Although the 
terminal is to cater to different types of dry bulk cargoes including 
coal, the optimum stackyard capacity has been arrived at by the port 
considering the norms for calculation of optimal yard capacity of a 
coal terminal where 3 tons of cargo could be stacked per square 
meter area with a turnover ratio of 12 in a year. KPT has arrived at 
the optima! capacity of the stacking yard at 14000000 tonnes as 
under:- 

560000 sq feet x 70% x 12 x 3 = 14112000 tonnes rounded of to 
14000000 tons per annum. 

(b) Stacking factor of 3 tons per sq. metre adopted to calculate yard 
capacity is prescribed in the guidelines for thermal coal. Even in case 
of coal, the ports like Visakhapatnam,' Paradip, Tuticorin and 
Mormugao are reported to have achieved much higher stacking 
factor vis-a-vis the factor considered while proposing their upfront 
tariff. Since stacking factor varies for different commodities, KPT was 
advised to realistically re-assess the stacking factor for each of the 
cargo proposed to be handled and revisit the yard capacity 
calculation. In reply, KPT has pointed out to the soil condition and 
informed that the yard could be designed only with a load factor of 
3T/m . KPT, based on the analysis of IIT Chennai, has stated that 
without substantial further investment it may not be possible to 
increase the stacking capacity and the stacking capacity 3T/m 2 is for 
all cargoes irrespective of the nature of the cargo. 



70 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


(vi) Optimal Capacity of the Terminal 

The optimal capacity of the terminal has been eshmated by KPT at 
14000000 tons per annum being the tower value of the opt,mal quay 
cacacitv (15074500 tons) and optimal stacking yard capacity 
( 1^12000 tons rounded of to 14000000 tons) For the reams 
advanced bv KPT as detailed in sub-paras (iii) to (v) above, this 
Authority accepts the capacity of the terminal as 14112000 tons for 
the purpose of setting upfront tariff caps with a specific stipulation 
that the tariff caps approved will be subject to review when actua 
traffic handled exceeds the optimal capacity considered in this 
excise The port has undertaken to file a proposal for review of 
tariff at that time. The port is advised to incorporate an a PP^ 0 P r ^J® 
S to this effect in the RFP documents to be issued and ,n the 
BOT agreement to be signed with the successful bidder. 

(vii) Capital Cost 

KPT in its initial proposal dated 7 October 2009 had eshrn^ed a 
racital cost of Rs 882,23 crores consisting of Rs.679.93 crores tor 

"*: 3 ‘’' 2 s;r«S"R.1oS'o'S , s 

nius Rs 338 81 crores as equipment cost) and Rs.202,du cores tot 
construction of berth. The port subsequently revised the construction 
cost to Rs. 899.97 crores as detailed below:- 


1 Civil Structure . 

(consisting of berth approach, storage yard, roads 
railtracks, building, water supply, sewage, custom fencing 
wall, firefighting arrangements, environmental measures 
and cost escalation of 10%) 


314.68 


2 (consisting' ^hore loader, Unloader, Conveyors, 
equipments at Stacking yard, Power and Lighting, 
Communication and cost escalation of 10 /«) 


3. Berth Construction cost 

(including cost escalation of 10%) 

Total 


182.98 

899.97 


(a) 


The port has not substantiated the capital estimates with necessary 
documentary support. The port has informed that despite vigorous 
efforts it could not get budgetary quotations from the manufacturers^ 
Based on the confirmation given by the port that capital, estimates 
reflect the prevailing market rates, the estimates are relied upon 
subject to the modification discussed below 

The port has considered an element of cost escalation at 10% in the 
capital estimates. KPT has sought to justify its estimates on he 
ground of the possible escalation in cost during construction period 
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and cited a Government instruction requiring to work out completion 
cost duly taking into account the average rate of inflation. The 
Government instruction quoted by the port was issued in 2002, 
whereas the upfront tariff guidelines issued by the Government is of 
2008. Since tariff caps to be approved by this Authority will be 
indexed to inflation as per clause 2.8 of the tariff guidelines dated 26 
February 2008, the capital cost of the terminal estimated at 
Rs.899.97 crores by the port has been reckoned at Rs. 818.16 crores 
(Rs.651.81 crores for cargo handling activity and Rs.166.35 for 
construction of berth) without considering the 10% provision for 
possible cost escalation in future. 

(b) The capital estimates include Rs.911 lakhs towards creation of 5 
kilometre railway line and Rs.660.50 lakhs for creation of 1 kilometre 
siding within the back up area. It was not dear whether all the 
commodities that will be handled at the dry-bulk terminal would use 
the rail facility. KPT is of the view that the concessionaire will levy 
cargo handling charges, berth hire charge, storage charges and 
miscellaneous charges which are in no way related to the mode of 
transportation of cargo into / from stacking yard and hence it is not 
necessary to prescribe separate rates for rail-borne and road-bound 
cargo. The upfront tariff guidelines do not explicitly envisage 
recognisation of capital cost on railway infrastructure, though cost 
wagon tippling system is providing for. Considering the fact that the 
estimated expenditure on Railway infrastructure is around 2% of the 
total capital cost and the proposed facility is to be developed in a 
green field site where Ml fledged evacuation facilities are not already 
available. The proposed expenditure is considered as a part of 
capital estimate. 

(viii) Opera ti n g Cos t s 

(a) KPT has calculated the operating costs as under:- 

(i) Power costs is estimated adopting the consumption norms 
prescribed for coal handling terminal i.e. 1.4 units per ton and 
the unit rate of power at Rs. 7/-. 

(ii) Repairs and maintenance of civil construction at 1% of 
capital cost. 

(iii) Repairs and maintenance on equipments at 7 % of capital 
cost. 

(iv) Expenditure on insurance at 1% of the capital cost. 

(v) The oepreciation on civil structure has been proviaed taking 
the life as 30 years. 

(vi) The depreciation on equipment has been provided at 10.34% 
pa. considering that the terminal will be working round the 
dock. 

(vii) License fees for the land area at Rs. 10.50 per square meter 
per month as per the prevailing SOR of KPT. 

(viii) Other expenses at 5% gross fixed assets value. 

(ix) Maintenance dredging expenditure alongside the jetty and 
approach channel at Rs.265 per cubic metre based on the 
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— ~.. decision taken by the Central Government that the 

maintenance dredging would be carried out by the 
concessionaire. 

(b) While calculating the operating cost relevant for cargo handling and 
berthing, the port has included Rs.265 lakhs and Rs.2120 lakhs 
respectively per annum towards maintenance dredging in the 
approach channel. The estimated maintenance dredging cost has 
been arrived at the rate of Rs.265 per cubic meters based on a 
recent maintenance dredging contract awarded by the port. KPT was 
requested to clarify why maintenance expenditure is to be borne by 
the concessionaire on an asset not created by him. The port informed 
that while granting approval of PPPAC for the subject work it has 
been decided by the Central Government that the maintenance 
dredging alongside jetty & approach channel should be carried out by 
the concessionaire for the entire period of concession. It is to be 
noted that no expenditure on dredging, whether capita! or revenue, 
can be considered while determining the cargo handling charges as 
the dredging expenditure is one related to vessels. In the stated 
circumstances, the annual cost of maintenance dredging has been 
considered as a part of the operating cost while arriving at the upfront 
berth hire charges for the reasons elaborated in para (xiii) (a) below 
and not for arriving at the cargo handling charges as proposed by the 
port. 

(c) License fee for the 902600 sq. meters land area is estimated by KPT 
at Rs. 10.50 per square meter per month based on the rate of storage 
fees on general cargo prescribed in the existing SOR of Kandla Port 
Trust (Rs.105 per 10 square meter for occupation beyond 180 days). 
The guidelines require License fee for lands to be calculated as per 
the Scale of Rates of the Port Trusts. It is needless to mention that 
rate as applicable for the relevant land should be considered. The 
present proposal of the port is for fixing the upfront tariff applicable to 
a dry bulk terminal off Tekra near Tuna which will be about 17 
Kilometres on west of mouth to Kandla creek. The existing Scale of 
Rates of KPT prescribes separate rates for Tuna under chapter-V. 
SI. No. (1) of Schedule V specificies rental for open space at Rs.7.50 
per 10 sq. mt. per month. The estimated License fee calculated by 
KPT by adopting Licence Fee prescribed for Kandla lands is modified 
accordingly with reference to the snecific rate prescribed in the Scale 
of Rates for Tuna. 

(ix) . A statement, attached as Annex-1 gives the computation of upfront tariff in 

respect of the dry bulk terminals as furnished by KPT and considered in this 
analysis. The statement reveals that after providing ROCE of Rs. 10429 
lakhs at 16% on a capital base of Rs. 65181 lakhs and taking the operating 
cost at Rs. 12945 lakhs, the annual revenue requirement for cargo handling 
operation as Rs.23374 lakhs. Though operational norms applicable for a coal 
terminal is considered for calculation of capacity in view of deployment of 
loaders / unloaders, the port has adopted revenue apportionment formula 
prescribed for multipurpose berths and accordingly apportioned the annual 
revenue requirement among cargo handling, storage and miscellaneous 
charges in the ratio of 90:5:5. To meet the revenue requirement of 
Rs.21036.60 lakhs (90% of Rs.23374 lakhs stated above) the per tonne 
handling charges works out to Rs. 155.27 for foreign cargo and the 
corresponding concessional coastal rate per tonne works out to Rs. 93.16. 

(x) . The port has proposed a single rate as composite tariff cap per ton for all 

types of cargoes to be handled. The argument of the port is that handling 
norms prescribed for a multi purpose berth club different types of dry bulk 
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cargo together ami set the same output norm for such cargoes, tn this case 
a&o, the same output norm is followed for ail dry bulk cargo, albeit «t a higher 
level clue to the proposed deployment of higher capacity loaders / unloaded- 
Since output norms for dUterertt commodities would be foe same ; foe 
handling charges need not be different Accordingly, a common handing 
'■ rate for the cormncxStite foodpams, salt, fertilizer, fert&zer raw material 
and coal to be handled at foe dry bulk terminal off Tekra is approved. o 

fxi). As per the norths for a rauffipurpose berth, Storage charge is leviable tor 
storage of cargoes at the transit area beyond foe allowable free period of 5 
days for import carp and 15 days for export cargo. The revenue requirement 
of Rs.1168.70 lakhs (5% of Rs.23374 lakhs) towards storage charges has to 
be met from foe cargo that may remain after foe permitted free period of 5 
days for import cargo and 15 days for export cargo. The port had initially 
proposed storage charges at foe rate of Rs.9.75 per ton per day or part 
thereof for the first 30 days on the cargo that may remain in foe transit area 
after foe admissible free period with escalated rates for the subsequent slabs. 
As it was found that foe demurrage rate proposed by foe port would far 
exceed the revenue requirement, KPT was advised to carry out a dwell time 
analysis. The port, though expressed its inability to carry out such an 
exercise, has furnished a revised calculation vide tetter dated 14 duly 2010 
based, on the presumption that 60% of the cargo will be evacuated within the 
free period and balance 40 % will stay beyond foe free period, of which the 
majority wiR be clewed within ten days after the free period. As per foe 
revised calculation, of foe 14112000 tons of cargo proposed to be handled at 
0 foe terminal, only 5644800 tore (40% of 14112000 tons) will be subjected to 
the payment of demurrage charges. The revenue requirement of Rs.1168.70 
. lakhs will be met if these 5644800 tons Of cargo gives on an average revenue 
of Rs.20.70per ton. Presuming that foe balance cargo remains in the transit 
area on an average for 10 days, foe revenue requirements can be met by 
levying a storage charge of Rs . 2.07 per ton per day on the cargoes lying at 
the transit area for the first 10 days after foe free period. Some cargo may 
overstay even beyond foe sad period of ten days. As a deterrent to such 
over stayal, it is necessary to prescribe demurrage charges at higher rates. 
This Authority, therefore, approves a levy of Rs. 2.07/-, Rs. 4:14/- and Rs. 
6.21/- per tonne respectively for storage between 11 th day to 20 m day, 21 st 
day to 30 th day and beyond 31 s1 day in respect of cargoes remaining in the 
transit yard after the prescribed free period. 

(xii). The revenue requirement towards miscellaneous charges also works out to 
Rs. 1168.70 lakhs (5% of Rs. 23374 lakhs). For meeting the expenses not 
covered under cargo handling and storage charges, this Authority accords 
approval to a tariff cap of Rs. 8.28 per tonne as miscellaneous charges. 

(xiii). (a) The estimated cost of capital dredging alongside the berth amounts 
to Rs.187.82 crores and at the approach channel Rs. 30.33 crores. In 
this project, foe capital dredging aggregating Rs. 218.15 crores has 
to be carried out by the port. As mentioned earlier, foe Central 
Government has reportedly taken a decision that maintenance 
dredging alongside foe berth and approach channel be carried out by 
the concessionaire. According to foe norm, the operating cost to be 
considered while calculating foe berth hire is at 1% of the cost of 
construction of the berth and cost of capital dredging. Accordingly, 
foe normative cost of maintenance dredging works out to Rs.2.18 
crores (1% of Rs.218.15 crores) whereas KPT has estimated the 
maintenance cost at Rs. 23.85 crores. KPT vide its tetter dated 15 
July 2010 has clarified that since foe terminal to be constructed is in 
the open sea, both HT Madras and CWPRS, Khadakwasla, have 
estimated that 9 lakh cubic metres per year have to be dredged 
towards maintenance. In view of the technical justification furnished 
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by s the port. Rs. 23.85 crores towards maintenance dredging is 
considered under operating expenditure relevant for fixing berth hire, 
charges. 

(b) The guidelines require the operating cost for berthing service to be 
estimated at 1% of the berth cost. In its revised proposal, the KPT 
has considered insurance @1% and depreciation ; 34% on the 
aggregate capital cost relating to construction of berth while 
estimating the annual revenue requirement of berthing service apart 
from the prescribed norm of,1% towards maintenance and dredging. 

Although, the guidelines restrict the operating cost at 1% of the berth 
cost, the asset requires adequate insurance coverage and the fact 
that the value of the asset will depreciate due to wear and tear can 
aiso not be denied. While fixing upfront berth hire for the coal, iron 
ore & multipurpose cargo berth terminals at various ports, this 
position was recognised by this Authority and the cost of insurance 
and depreciation were uonsidered to assess the annual revenue 
-* requirement from berthing service. 

In view of the position explained above, the element of insurance 
cost at 1% and depreciation @3.34% of the capital cost may be 
considered in this case also while estimating the operating cost for 
assessment of the revenue requirement from berth hire service. 


(c) The capitaL cost of the berth is estimated at Rs.16635 lakhs. 
Considering the (i) repairs and maintenance cost, (ii) insurance and 
(iii) depreciation at 1 %, 1 % and 3.34% respectively of the capital cost 
and the annual maintenance dredging at Rs. 2385 lakhs, the „ 
operating cost of the berth works out to Rs. 3273 lakhs. After 
providing ROCE of Rs. 2662 lakhs at 16% on the capital cost of Rs. 
16635 lakhs and taking the operating cost at Rs.3273 lakhs, the 
revenue requirement for the - bertfi operation works out to Rs.5935 
lakhs. . 

n _ y * • 

(xiv) As peV clauses 4.3 and 6.1.2 of the tariff guidelines notified in the Gazette of 

° India on 31 o March 2005, concessional tariff has to be prescribed for coastal 

cargoes (other than thermal, coal and POL including crude oil,, iron ore and 
iron ore pallets) and coastal vessels 3 which should not .exceed 60% of the 
° normal cargo / vessel related charges. KPT. initially had not proposed any 
coastal rates." As the terminal will handle both foreign and coastal vessels it 
is nebessary to provide concessional coastal rates both for cargo and vessel 
1 related charges. - . 3 ’ - 

(xv) . (a) Hormaliy vessel related ^charges for foreign going vessels are 

denominated in US dollar terms by converting the rupee value to 
dollar terms by applying the Re-Dollar exchange rate prevailing at the 
time of notification of the relevant tariff order. This Authority while 
finalising the upfront berth hire rates in the past has, however, taken 
the view that this approach is not appropriate in the upfront tariff 
cases which will have a validity of 30 years. It has been then decided 
that applying a WPI based escalation on a foreign currency is not 
correct as the foreign exchange variation over the next 30 years 
cannot be predicted and in case of any abnormal variations, either 
the users or the operator will have to bear the incidence, depending 
on which side the appreciation takes place. The upfront berth hire 
charges in respect of the the dry bulk terminal at Tuna are, therefore, 
denominated in Rupee term only. 


w 
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<b) The port In itsletter dated 15 July 2010 has informed that the ship- 
day output of the terminal with four vessels working would be 55000 
tons. KPT has estimated that. 10% of the vessels calling at the 
terminal would fall under coastal category. The computation of 
upfront berth hire of the dry bulk terminal is attached as Annex - II 
as per which, to meet the revenue requirement of Rs. 5935 lakhs per 
annum, the rate on foreign going vessel will be Re. 0.49 per GRT per 
hour and the corresponding concessional coastal rate will be Re. 
0.29 per GRT per hour. 

11.1. As per clause 2.8 of the Guidelines, the tariff caps will be indexed to inflation but only 
to an extent of 60% of the variation in Wholesale Price Index (WPI) occurring between 1 
January 2010 and 1 January of the relevant year. Such automatic adjustment of tariff caps 
will be made every year and the adjusted tariff caps wili come into force from 1 April of the 
relevant year to 31 March of the following year. 

11.2. As specified in clauses 2.9.1. and 2.9.2. of the guidelines, before commencement of 
commercial operations, the private operators shall approach this Authority for notification of 
the Scale of Rates containing the approved ceiling rates and the statement of conditions, as 
required under Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963. 

* * i 

113. As per clause 3.8.5 of the guidelines, if any question arises requiring clarifications or 
interpretation of the Scale of Rates and the statement of conditionalities, the matter shall be 
referred to this Authority and its decision in this regard will be binding on the operators. 

11.4. The performance norms fpr the projects should be clearly brought out in the bid 
documents. The private operators are expected to perform at least at the performance norms 
brought out in the bid document/concession agreement. 

11.5. The actual performance of the private operators will be monitored by this Authority. If 
any complaint regarding quality of service is received, this Authority will enquire into such 
allegation and forward its findings to the Kandla Port Trust If any action is to be taken 
against the private operators, the Kandla Port Trust shall initiate appropriate action in 
accordance with the provisions of the relevant Concession Agreement. 

11.6. During the commercial operation at the terminal, within 15 days from the end of every 
quarter, the private operator shall submit to this Authority through the Kandla Port Trust a 
report containing the terminal's physical and financial performance during the preceding three 
months. 

* 

11.7. The upfront tariff fixation has been carried out with the assumption that the optimal 
capacity of the terminal as 14112000 tons due to lower level of equipment deployment 
proposed by Ihe Port for the reasons explained earlier. This Authority makes it clear once 
again that the upfront tariff caps fixed now’will be subject to review any time during the 
concession period, if it is found that the actual traffic handled exceeds the optimal capacity 
determined in this exercise and accordingly advises KPT to monitor the position and file a 
suitable proposal for resetting the tariff at the appropriate time. 

12. In the result, and based on the discussion above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the schedule of tariff caps for Dry Bulk Terminal 
off Tekra near T una at port of Kandla attached as Annex will. 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVT.III/4/143/10-Exty.] 
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off mam * hear tw» at kamdu* port 



Particulars 


(a) . Panamax vessels to be handled at the 

terminal ___ 

(b) „ Handysize and Handimax vessels to be 

handled at the terminal __ 

(c ). Handing (toacfing) rate for panamax 
size vessel (tonnes 


As As 

estimated toy considered 
KPT by TAMP 


I iiimmI 



(t). Hasd^ mteffippana^ «z» vessel 
par' ship- leader 7 unteader per befth / vessel 

ftonnes per day ) ___ 

(g ). Handing (loading) rate for handyetze 
and handimax size vessel (tonnes per day) _ 

(h) . Handing (unloading) rale ter handysize 
and handimax size vessel (tonnes per day) 

(i) . Average handing (loading/unloading) 

rate ter handysze and handimax vessel 
(tonnes per eteiy) _ __ 

Handtieg rate ter hanefrsize and 
handimax size vessel per ship loader / 
unleader per berth > vessel (tonnes per day) 
(k). Optimal capacity erf terminal as worked 
out by KPT (tonnes pm annum) 

[<S0% x W50) + (40% x &750)] x 365 days 

x79%x4vessete ____ 

(t) Optimal capacity of stacking yard as 



70 % x 560000 m2 (net apea for stacking 
cargo) x 12 monte x 3 tames (quantity that 

caftt»atad«^ -- 

Cm) The optimal capaaty of the te«wtte as 14112000 
c^nsidte^i^KPT, towngthetetitaf Say 

the optimal quay capacity and ofrfimat 14000000 
stocking yard capacity. (tonnes per annum) 

(n). Optimal capacity considered for fixing the upfront tariff 
(tonnes per annum.) 

Cost of the terminal (Rs. m^»)_ 


Civil Structure _ - ___ 


Equipment Cost _... , -— 


Total Cost __ , -- 

Operating Cost <rf the terminal (Rs. in tafchs) 

(a) . Power ~ _—- 

(b) Repairs and Maintenance - Civil — 

(c) . Repairs and Maintenance - Mechanical__ 



14112000 


14,000,000 14112000 
















[tfliT III-^TO 4] 






77 





(d). insurance 

717 

652 


5209 

47351 

{f). License fee 

1137 

81 


3585 

3259 


265 


Total I(aHb)-KcHdWe)+(fWg) + (h)) 

15416 

12945 

D. 

Revenue Requirement for cargo handling (Rs in lakhs) 1 

■m 

Operating Cost 

15416 

12945 

m. 

ES 51 ? 1 S 3 EE 5 »£ Ho*-^MBMMMHSM 

11472 

10429 


Total Revenue Requirement 

26888 

23374 

E. 

Tariff (Rs. per ton) t 

■mi 

Handling Charges 

17285 


mm 

Foreign 


155.27 

wmm 

Coastal 


93.16 

■1 


9.60 

■Hi 

(iii). 

Miscellaneous Charges c | 

960 

8.28 | 

F. 

Capital Cost of Berth (Rs. In lakhs) 

mum 

Berth construction cost 

17427 

15843 


5% Miscellaneous cost 

871 

792 

SB 

BrEIT? 

18296 

16635 



■U 

Repairs and Maintenance (1% of capital cost) 

183 

166 


Insurance (1% of capital cost) 

183 

166 

<Ui). 

Depreciation (3.34% of capital cost) 

610 

556 

(iv). 

Maintenance dredging 

2120 

2385 

■■a 

Total (Rs. in lakhs) 

3096 

3273 

■KM 




3096 

3273 

(ii). 

ROCE @16% on capital cost 

2928 

2662 


Total Revenue Requirement 

6024 

5935 

1. 

Tariff 

(i). 

Berth Hire per GRT per hour 




(a) Foreign going vessels (Re) 

0.46 

0.49 

i 

(b) Coastal vessels (Re) 

0.28 

0.29 


Annex II 

COMPUTATION OF UPFRONT TARIFF BERTH HIRE OF A DRY BULK TERMINAL OF TEKRA 

NEAR TUNA AT PORT OF KANDLA 


SI.NO. 

Particulars 

Unit 


KH 


Tonnes 

14112000 

HH 


TPD 


na 

No of herth days (i/ ») 

1 • ?5! 1 !■» kTTmBmHB 

256.58 

EM 

Number of berth hours (iii * 24) 


6158 

EM 


Tonnes 

51000 

wsmm 

Average GRT for four vessels 

Tonnes 

204000 

<vii) 

Total GRT (vi) x(iv) 

Tonnes 

1256232000 

Hffl 

Revenue Requirement 

Rs. 

593500000 

EMM 


Re. 

0.45 


Workings 


i. 

Revenue requirement for 90% foreign going vessels + 

10% coastal vessels (Rs) 

593500000 

ii. 

GRT of foreign going vessels 

1130608800 

iii. 

GRT of coastal vessels 

125623200 

iv. 

Total GRT 

1256232000 

v. 

1130608800X + 0.6 *125623200X 

1205982720X 

vi. 

12D5982720X 

5935900000 

vii. 

x foreign going vessels) Re 

0.49 

viii 

Coastal (0.6 * 0.50) Re 

0.29 
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Annex <11 


KANDLA PORT TRUST 

TARIFF SCHEDULE OF DRY BULK TERMINAL OFF TEKRA NEAR TUNA 


1.1. DEFINITIONS 


1 . 2 . 


In this Scale of Rates unless the context otherwise requires, the following definitions 
shall apply: 

(i) . “Coastal Vessel" means any vessel exclusively employed in trading between 

any port or place in India to any other port or place in India having a valid 

coastal license issued by the competent authority. 

(ii) , "Foreign Vessel" means any vessel other than a coastal vessel. 

(iii) . “Per day” means per calendar day unless other wise stated. 


GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS 


( 0 - 


(ii). 


(iii). 


The status of the vessel, as borne out by its certification by the Customs or 
the Director General of Shipping, is the relevant factor to decide whether 
vessel is ‘coastal’ or “foreign-going’ for the purpose of levy of vessel related 
charges; and, the nature of cargo or its origin will not be of any relevance for 
this purpose. 

(a) . The vessel related charges for all coastal vessels should not exceed 

60% of the corresponding charges for other vessels. 

(b) . the cargo related charges for allcoastal cargo other than, thermal 

coal should not exceed 60% of the normal cargo related charges. 

(c) . In case of cargo related charges, the concessional rates should be 

levied on all the relevant handling charges for ship-shore transfer and 
transfer from / to quay to / from storage yard including wharfage. 

(d) . Cargo from a foreign port, which reaches an Indian Port ‘A’ for 

subsequent transhipment to Indian Port ‘B’ will be, levied the 
concessional charges relevant for its coastal voyage. In other words, 
cargo from / to Indian ports carried by vessel permitted to undertake 
coastal voyage will qualify for the concession. 

Interest on delayed payments I refunds: 


(a). The user shall pay penal interest on delayed payments under this 
Scale of Rates Likewise, the terminal operator shall pay penal 
interest on delayed refunds. 


(b) . The rate of penal interest will be 2% above the Prime Lending Rate 

of the State Bank of India. 

(c) . The delay in refunds will be counted only 20 days from the date of 

completion of services or on production of all the documents required 
from the users, whichever is later. 51 * 

(d) . The delay in payments by the users will be counted only 10 days 

after the date of raising the bills by the Terminal operator. This 
provision shall, however, not apply to the cases where payment is to 
be made before availing the services where payment of charges in 
advance is prescribed as a condition in this Scale of Rates. 

<iv). All charges worked out shall be rounded off to the next higher rupee on the 
grand total of the bill. 

(v). Users will not be required to pay charges for delays beyond reasonable level 
attributable to the terminal operator. 


n- - ' m 
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2. BERTH HIRE CHARGES: . 

The berth hire charge payable by masters / owners / agents of the vessel and other 
floating craft approaching or lying alongside the berth shall be as per the rates given 
below: 


(HI 



Vessel Wm 

All vessels 

0.49 

0.29 


Notes: 

(i) . The period of berth hire shall.be calculated from the time vessel occupies the 

berth. 

(ii) Berth hire includes charges for services rendered at the berth, such as 
occupation of berth, rubbish removal, cleaning of berths, fire watch, etc. 

(iii) . No berth hire shall be levied for the period when the vessel idles at its berth 

for continuous one hour or more due to breakdown of terminal operator's 
equipment or power or for any other reasons attributable to the terminal 
operator. 

(iv) . (a). Berth hire shall stop 4 hours after the time of vessel signaling its 

readiness to sail. 

(b) . The time limit of 4 hours prescribed for the cessation of berth hire 

shall, exclude the ship’s waiting time for want of favorable tide 
conditions, inclement weather, and dud to lack of night navigation. 

(c) . The master / agent of the vessel shall signal readiness to sail only in 

accordance with favorable tidal and weather conditions. 

(v) . The Penal Berth hire shall be equal to one-day’s (24 hours) berth hire charge 

for a false signal. 

“False signal" would be when the vessel signals readiness and asks for a 
pilot in anticipation even when she is not ready for un-berthing due to engine 
not being ready or cargo operation not completed or such other reasons 
attributable to the vessels. This excludes the signaling readiness when a 
vessel is rot able to sail due to unfavorable tide, lack of night navigation or 
adverse weather conditions.” 

3. CARGO HANDLING CHARGES: 


The cargo handling charges shall be payable on the manifested cargo directly by 
the importer of cargo at the rates specified below: 



IlSfpilllill 




Foreign 

Coastal 

i 

Foodgrains 

155.27 . 

93.16 

ii 

Salt 

155.27 

93.16 

iii 

Fertilizer 

155.27 ' 

93.16 

iv 

Fertilizer raw materials 

155.27 

93.16 

v 

Coal 

155.27 

93.16 
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Note: 

The handling charges prescribed above is a composite charge for (i) unloading of the 
cargo from the vessel including stevedoring and transfer of the same upto 
storage, storage at the stackyard upto a free period of 5 days ana loading on to trucks 
in respect of import cargo and (ii) unloading of the cargo from the trucks at the 
stackyard, storage at the stackyard upto a period of 15 days, transfer the cargo to the 
loading point and loading onto the ship including stevedonng. This composite charge 
includes wharfage and supply of labour, wherever necessary. 

4. STORAGE CHARGES: 


The storage charges for the cargo stored in the stackyard beyond the free period 
allowed shall be as below: 

(A). For Import & Export 

(Rate in Rs. Per MT per day) 


Commodity 

Rate for 
day to 10th day 

Rate for 11 UI 
day to 20 U| day 

Rate for 21" 
onwards 

All types of 
cargo 

2.07 

4.14 

6.21 


Note for Section 4 

(i) . Five free days for import cargo and fifteen free days for export cargo shall be 

allowed. For the purpose of calculation of free period, Customs notified 
holidays and Terminal's non- working days shall be excluded. 

(ii) Storage charges shall be payable foi aH days including Terminal's non¬ 
working days and Customs notified holidays for stay of cargo beyond the 
prescribed free days. 

(iii) . Storage charge on cargo shall not accrue for the period when the terminal 

operator is not in a position to deliver / ship the cargo when requested by the 
user due to reasons attributable to the terminal operator. 


5. MISCELLANEOUS CHARGES 


81. 

No. 

Commodity 

Rate in Rupees 

(per tonne) 

(a). 

All types of cargo 

8.28 


The miscellaneous charges prescribed above is a composite charge for provision of ali 
miscellaneous services such as sweeping of cargo on the wharf, weighment of cargo, 
dust suppression, etc. 


6. GENERAL NOTE TO SECTION 2 TO S ABOVE 

The tariff caps will be indexed to inflation but only to an extent of 60% of the variation in 
Wholesale Price Index (WPI) occurring between 1 January 2010 and 1 January’ ** 

relevant year. Such automatic adjustment of tariff caps Will be made event yearand t 
adjusted tariff caps will come into force from 1 Apnl of the relevant year to 31 March of 
the following year. 
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